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Current Topics. 


The Lord Chancellor’s Bills. 
Arrer A brief discussion in the House of Lords, on Wednes- 


| day, of the principles of the Real Property and Conveyancing 


Bills, they were withdrawn, and the Lord Chancellor said that 
he proposed to re-introduce them early next session, and he hoped 
then to proceed with them effectively. He reierred to the 
question of the extension of the Land Transfer Acts, and 


reminded the House of the storm of opposition ‘which the pro- 
| posal for the extension of compulsion had awakened. At the 
| same time he professed his faith in the Acts, and looked forward 


to their voluntary adoption if they were properly amended. 
He said that his object was to simplify and cheapen the transfer 
Lord St. ALDWYN, Whose chairmanship of the last Land 
Transfer Commission has made him specially conversant with 


| the subject, very properly referred to the impediments which the 


present Government have put in the way of the transfer of land 
in the doubling of the stamp duty and the assessment of the 
L.V.D., which in fact is so rarely payable. But this accords 
ill with the desire to facilitate the transfer of land. For our 
own part we should be glad to see a settlement of the 
land transfer question, but the Bills must be judged on their 
merits. The Lord Chancellor has adopted one of several courses 
which were open to him, and before it can be accepted it must 
be shewn to be the best. There will be time before next 
session for the matter to be thoroughly considered, and in the 
series of articles which we have commenced we hope to be able to 
indicate how far the Lord Chancellor’s scheme can be regarded 


| as practicable. 


The Lumsden Case in the Court of Appeal. 


WE HAVE already expressed the opinion that, upon the 
words of the Finance Act, 1910, there was no escape from the 


| result arrived at by HorripGE, J., in the Lumsden Case (1913, 


1 K. B. 346), and that, owing to the artificial nature of the 
statutory directions for arriving at increment in site value, a rise 
in price obtained upon the sale of a house might be attributed 
to a rise in site value, although the change was solely in the 
value of the house and not at all in the value of the site, with the 
now familiar result that the I.V.D. can be levied on the builder’s 
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profits. That result it is proposed to reverse by a clause in 
the Revenue Bill, and hence the further progress of the Lumsden 
Case seems—apart from costs—vo be chiefly a matter of 
academic interest ; but it should be noticed that, while the Court 
of Appeal has by a majority (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and 
KENNEDY, L.J.) affirmed the judgment of Horriper, J., 
a dissenting judgment was delivered by Swinren Eapy, L.J. 
In this the learned Lord Justice pointed out that section 2 (2) 
directs that, in arriving at the site value on the occasion of sale, 
the “like deductions ”—not the same deductions—are to be made 
from the consideration as are made in section 25 (4) in arriving 
at site value from total value. This, with the construction which 
he gave to the paragraph at the end of section 25 defining 
“site value,” furnished him with an argument that the site value 
had remained unchanged for the purpose of the statute as well as 
in fact. All the justice of the case is obviously in accordance with 
this dissenting judgment, and this is admitted by the provision 
of the Revenue Bill already referred to. It is singular, there- 
fore, that the law officers should have insisted, as we understand 
was the case, on costs being imposed on the losing side. 


International Law. 

ProressOR HOLLAND concluded his presidential address to 
the Institute of International Law at Oxford, on Monday, with 
a wish that, as the first visit of the Institute to Oxford was 
signalized by its adoption of its “ Manual of the Laws of War 
on Land,” so its second visit might be remembered by its having 
adopted a similar manual with reference to war at sea. But 
surely it is a singular commentary on the work of an assembly 
representing international law, that so large a part of its 
energies should be directed to regularizing a system which 
is essentially the negation of law. The Institute assumes 
that, in point of civilization, the relations of nations have 
arrived at the same stage as when the writ of right was 
determined by the ordeal of combat ; and probubly the Times 
meaus to express approval of this attitude when it says that the 
Institute “has not made the mistake, into which fall so many 
well-meaning societies, of going outside its legitimate sphere of 
action and invading political provinces.” But the relation 
between law and politics is so intimate that a body which acts 
on this system condemns itself to barrenness. Law, and 
persons interested in law, have, indeed, no concern with party 
politics, but the question of the substitution of law for force in 
adjusting the claims of nations is not a matter of party, but of 
essential morality, civilization, and common sense. A more 
excellent way is suggested by the scheme for an international 
police force, which has been framed by Professor VAN VOLLEN- 
HOVEN, of Leiden, and is outlined in a letter to last week’s 
Nation. This and other proposals will, it appears, be discussed 
at The Hague at the end of the month by delegates from various 
peace organizations of the world. The future, if only statesmen 
had the courage to see it, lies with this scheme, rather than with 
the Institute’s laws of war by land and sea. 


Power to Grant Injunctions. 

THE POWER to restrain by injunction, crimes, torts, breaches 
of contracts, breaches of common law or statutory duty and 
infringements of equitable rights is one of the most powerful 
weapons in the hands of our judiciary. In England it has been 
applied to enforce legality upon trade unions and corporations 
desirous of acting ultra vires where no other remedy exists ; in 
America its employment by the Supreme Court was at one time 
a principal grievance against that institution in the programme 
of the advanced Democratic party. Two English cases, one of 
seventeen years ago and another quite recently, illustrate the 
far-reaching ambit of this judicial instrument. So long ago as 
1896 Mr. Justice NORTH, a somewhat timid judge not greatly 
fond of daring innovations, surprised the legal world of that day 
by committing for contempt of an injunction granted by him, not 
only the party enjoined, but also an “ aider and abetter” of the 
breach (Seaward v. Paterson, 1897, 1 Ch. 545) ; and the Court of 
Appeal upheld his action. In that case a lessee was bound by 
his covenant not to do or suffer anything offensive to the 
tenants of adjoining premises ; in fact, he proposed to hold a 
boxing-match on the demised premises; and in the event an 





injunction was granted restraining him with his “ undertenants, 
servants, and agents ” from holding the match. Two persons 
named Suerprarp and MurRRAY, who were not undertenants, 
servants or agents of the defendant, but who had received notice 
of the order, nevertheless proceeded to arrange for a boxing-match 
on the defendant’s premises. They were committed to prison, not 
as being themselves bound by the injunction, but on the ground 
that they had aided and abetted a party enjoined by the court 
to disobey its order—a serious contempt of the court. The right 
to commit on the latter ground was emphatically asserted by the 
Court of Appeal. Mr. Justice NEVILLE has just followed and 
somewhat extended the principle laid down in Seaward v. Paterson 
by granting an injunction ex parte in the first instance against a 
third party, not undertenant, servant, or agent of the defen- 
dant, who threatened to aid him in doing an act in respect of 
which an injunction was prayed against the defendant (Hubbard 
v. Woodfield, reported elsewhere). In a pending action the matter 
in dispute was the right of the defendant to sell certain grass on 
a farm of which he was tenant. On the 20th of June of this year 
an ex parte injunction was granted against him, forbidding the 
sale until the 27th of June or further order. He then advertised 
the sale by certain auctioneers after the 27th of June. The 
defendant himself could not be readily found ; hence the plaintiff 
asked directly for an injunction against the auctioneers without 
adding them as defendants ; and this, NEVILLE, J., held that he 
had jurisdiction to grant. 


Vexatious Actions. 

Ir Is now settled law that the title of a statute is an impor- 
tant part of the Act (per Lindley, M.R., in Fielding v. Morley 
Corporation (1899, 1 Cn. 3), a view which has gradually pre 
vailed over the older rule expressed by the Court of Exchequer 
in Salkeld vy. Johnston (84 K. R. 255) as follows: “ The title 
ie is certainly no part of the law and, in strictness, 
ought not to be taken into consideration at all.” In accordance 
witn the modern view, the title of an Act has, in many recent 
cases, been looked at in order to discover the scope and extent 
of the statute where its own terms leave this in doubt ; e.g. in 
Fenton v. Thorley (1903, A. C. 447), and in London County Council 
v. Bermondsey Bioscope Company (80 L. J., K.B. 144). If this 
is so, even with the title annexed to a Bill by its draftsman, much 
more ought it to be the case with a short title given to the 
statute in its own concluding clause by the Legislature itself. 
Yet in the very recent case of In re Bernard Boaler (Times, 
Ist inst.), none of the judges in the Divisional Court seems 
to have beeu greatly impressed by the fact that clause 2 (2) of 
the “ Vexatious Actions Act, 1896” expressly says that the Act 
may be cited under that name. For, if the Short Title were 
everything, ‘clearly that Act would apply only to civil pro- 
ceedings and not to criminal. ‘“ Action” is not an apt term to 
describe anything but a civil preceeding commenced either 
by writ or originating summons in the High Court, 
plaint-note in the county court, or “action” in its ancient 
technical meaning in such traditional survivals as_ the 
Mayor's Court of London, where the old pleadings still prevail. 
Sut only one of three judges, Mr. Justice LusH, took this view 
of the scope of the statute ; and even he did not rely on the 
phrasing of the short title. His view that under the statute no 
order could be made restraining Mr. BOALER from the initiation 
of criminal proceedings was based on two considerations ; (1) 
that the principal clause of the Act speaks of “legal proceedings ” 
which are “an abuse of the process of the court’”—words not 
apt to describe criminal prosecutions ; (2) that the Vexatious 
Actions Act, 1896, was intended by the Legislature to be 
complementary to the Vexatious Indictments Act, ,1859—the 
former referring to abuse of civil, the latter of criminal, process. 
Mr. Justice BANKES, on the other hand, considered that the Act 
was intended by Parliament to make criminal process as well as 
civil more difficult for the habitual litigant, while Mr. Justice 
DARLING adopted a via media ; be held that the statute applied 
to some criminal as well as some civil proceedings, but not to 
indictments before a grand jury, where the prosecutor is already 
adequately restrained from abusing the process of the court by 
the jury’s power to ignore the Bill. Since Mr. BoaLEr desired 
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to prefer such an indictment, the court held by a majority that 
he was at liberty to do so. 


Solicitors’ Duties Towards Married Women. 


Upon A cursory perusal the reader will probably find it a 
little difficult to grasp at first sight the grounds of distinction 
between two recent decisions, one in the Privy Council Com- 
mittee and the other in the House of Lords, namely, Bank of 
Montreal v. Stuart (1911, A. C. 120), and Learoyd v. Alston’s 
Trustees (ante, p. 684), the former a Canadian and the latter a Scots 
Appeal, but both decided on general principles of English law. 
In each case a married woman living with her husband 
became at his request surety for his business (in the Canadian 
case a company, and in the Scots case a firm) to a bank 
which granted overdrafts to that business. In each case the 
husband’s solicitor was also the solicitor for the bank, and acted 
in a legal capacity in drafting the documents which created the 
security; and in the Scots case, in accordance with the 
common practice in small Scots towns, the solicitor or law agent 
was himself the manager as well as the legal adviser of the bank. 
In each case the wife presumably was herself directly interested 
in the maintenance of her husband’s position and the promotion 
of his prospects in life, which depended on the execution of the 
guarantees by her. Yet in the former case the Final Court of 
Appeal set aside the transaction, on the ground that the solicitor 
should have warned the lady of the risks she was taking, and 
should have insisted on her having independent advice ; whereas, 
in the latter case, the transaction was upheld as valid, not- 
withstanding the absence of such indep:ndent advice. The 
decisions, however, are not really in conflict. Even in the Canadian 
ease the Judicial Committee, while holding that, in the actual 
circumstance the wife ought to have had independent advice, ex- 
pressly disapproved of the rule laid down in Coz v. Adams (1904, 35 
Canadian S.C. R. 393) to the effect that no transaction between 
husband and wife is valid unless the wife ean be shewn t» have had 
independent advice. Such a rule is too general ; the relationship 
of husband and wife, unlike that of solicitor and client or parent 
and child, is not one in which the law enterta‘ns a presumption 
of undue influence of so high a character that it can only be 
rebutted by shewing the existence.of independent legal advice 
in the case of tie weaker party. In the absence of actual 
pressure or persuasion by the husband, or of unfair dealing, or 
of ignorance as to the nature of business transactions on the 
part of the wife, the wife’s dealings with him or for his benefit 
with third parties will be upheld, ever though she had no legal 
assistance from anyone except the husband’s own legal adviser. 
In the Canadian case the magnitude and unusual character of 
the transactions, coupled with the fact that the wife was a con- 
firmed invalid, with no opportunity ef forming an independent 
judgment, and invariably signed any document for which her 
husband asked her signature ; all these cumulative facts made 
independent advice necessary. In the Scots ca-e the everyday 
nature of the guarantee and the existence/of evidence which 
demonstrated the wife’s possession of considerable business judg- 
ment and independence of character, taken together, rendered 
such advice unnecessary. Incidentally, the Scots casa is inter- 
esting, because of an analytical judgment by the Lord Chancellor, 
in which he classifi:s and explains the three cases where a 
solicitor incurs liability for failure to secure independent legal 
advice tu one of two parties, for both of whom he acts. 


Decrease Of Business in the High Court. 

WITHOUT IN the slightest degree disputing the proposition 
that an addition to the staff of judges in the King’s Bench 
Division was necessary to enable it to cope with the list of cases 
which had accumulated within the last two or three years, it 
should not be forgotten that there was evidence before the 
Committee to inquire into the law and practice with regard to 
juries, that there has been, on the whole, a serious decrease of busi- 
ness inthe High Court. Sir WILLIAM Crump,a solicitor of large 
and varied experience, is of opinion that there is not the same 
amount of litigation nowadays that there was twenty years ago. 
Litigation has largely decreased owing to the heavy expense with 
which it is attended, and merchants and others, who were 
formerly ready to embark upon litigation, have now ceased to resort 





to the courts, owing to their expense and uncertainty. Arbitration 
is more frequent. At the time of the American War there was 
an enormous number of questions with regard to cotton contracts 
which, in those days, did not contain an arbitration clause. In 
fact, questions of quality were often decided by the courts. 
Shortly before the end of the American War there was a meeting 
of the cotton brokers in London and Liverpool, who came to the 
cegnclusion that it would be far better that questions of quality 
should be determined by a trade arbitrator. An arbitration 
clause was accordingly drawn up, and inserted in every cotton 
contract. A similar clause was afterwards elaborated so as to 
cover every dispute in different contracts: contracts in the corn, 
linseed, and metal trades, and others carried on in London. The 
clause was afterwards extended to charter-parties and agreements 
for the carriage of goods by sea. The result has been that a 
large proportion of litigation, of the description which was 
familiar to the courts between the years 1870 and 1890, has 
disappeared, and in its place there is nothing but an occasional 
application to set aside a mercantile award. The Commercial 
Court has, to some extent, maintained its ground by absorbing 
the mercantile causes which were at one time determined upon 
circuit, but questions of character form a principal part of the 
business of the King’s Bench Division. It is not easy to challenge 
this evidence, and should the Bill increasing the jurisdiction of 
the county courts become law, the Royal Courts of Justice may 
possibly be confronted by a period of languor and inactivity. 








The Length of Sentences. 


THREE CASEs of interest on the question of sentence came before 
the Court of Criminal Appeal last week. In R. v. J. H. Smith 
a youth who had been certified as unfit for reception in a Bor: 
stal Institution was sentenced to “two years modified Horstal.” 
On the hearing of the appeal one of the Prison Commissioners 
gave evidence that every prisoner between the ages of sixteen 
and twenty-one who received a sentence of not less than one 
month’s imprisonment was treated under what was known as 
«the modified Borstal system,” which approximated to the treat- 
ment given at a Borstal Institution as closely as the facilities of 
the particular prison allowed. If the sentence was for less than 
three months the prisoner was left in the prison of commitment, 
while those whose sentences were over three months were aggre- 
gated in particular prisons. The appellant, therefore, would in any 
case have been treated under this system without any special 
direction to that effect. Now it is well known that it is desirable 
that detention in a Borstal Institution should be for an extended 
period, in order that the reformative influence of the treatment 
should have time to take effect, but the Prison Commissioners 
have power to release a prisoner on licence at any time after he 
has served six months of his sentence. No such power exists as 
regards the modified Borstal system. The court therefore came 
to the conclusion that the term of two years had been imposed 
under a misapprehension, and reduced the period to four 
months. ; ) 

In R. v. Young the appellant had been convicted as a habitual 
criminal, and sentenced to three years’ penal servitude and ten 
years’ preventive detention. In a similar case recently (PR. v. 
Hamilton) the period of preventive detention had been reduced 
to five years, Riptey, J., remarking that that was the usual 
sentence, and that there were no circumstances which made it 
desirable to pass a longer sentence. It was now argued, on 
behalf of the Director of Public Prosecutions, that the period of 
five years ought not to become stereotyped, and that it was 
more desirable that the longer term should be imposed in every 
case, as a prisoner could at.any time after one year earn his 
discharge by conduct which satisfied the Home Secretary that he 
had lost the status of a habitual criminal. Such a one would not 
suffer by the passing of the longer sentence, while the public 
would be protected for a longer period from those who were 
irreclaimable. Some interesting statistics were put before the 
court, which shewed that of 463 sentences of preventive 
detention passed since the Act came into force, ; fifty-two had 
been for periods of over five years, which is the minimum under 
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the Act. In one case a sentence of ten years had been upheld 
on appeal. Particularly noteworthy was the fact that already 
in two cases the reformative influence had taken effect so soon 
that the prisoner had been released on licence after serving less 
than eighteen months of the sentence of preventive detention. 
The court considered the matter to be of such importance that 
they ordered it to be re-argued before a court of five judges after 
the Long Vacation. 

The third case (72. v. Clarke) was of a somewhat different 
character. The appellant was convicted at the Peterborough 
Sessions on two charges of larceny and one of false pretences, 
and received sentences of ten years, five years and five years’ 
penal servitude respectively, all to run consecutively. The 
_ appellant had, no doubt, an extremely bad record, but a term of 
twenty years’ penal servitude is one which in modern days is 
rarely imposed for anything but a very bad case of manslaughter. 
The court varied the sentence by ordering the periods to run 
concurrently. The jurisdiction of the magistrates for the soke of 
Peterborough, it may be observed, is unusual ; they hold not only 
commissions of the peace, but those of oyer and terminer and 
gaol delivery. His Majesty’s judges have no criminal jurisdiction 
in the soke, though capital offences are pow sent to them under 
a special Act of Parliament. These privileges were granted to 
the abbot of Peterborough by Henry VI. and Edward LV., and 
passed to the Bishop of Peterborough, who sold them to the 
Crown in the time of Queen Elizabeth ; she immediately granted 
them in fee to her treasurer, Lord BURGHLEY, whose descendant, 
the Marquis of EXTER, now exercises them. As Lord Paramount, 
he is chairman of quarter sessions, and the magistrates are 
appointed by him, subject to the approval of the Crown ; the 
acting chairman is also nominated by him, instead of being elected 
by the magistrates. 








The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 


Il. 


The late Mr. Wolstenholme’s Bill._—Last week we briefly reviewed 
the position of the question of land transfer so as to indicate 
the circumstances with which the present Bills have to deal. 
We also shewed that a considerable part of them was not 
immediately relevant to the question, and we pointed out that 
their consideration might be materially simplified if we confined 
ourselves to the parts really dealing with the transfer of land by 
private ene aye and on the register. By this we by no 
means intend to imply that the simplification of the law of real 
property is not of great importance in regard to land transfer, 
but such changes in the general law as the Real Property Bill 
proposes are changes merely in matters of detail. They do not 
touch such fundamental questions as the necessity for the 
retention of the doctrine of tenure and of the Statute of 
Uses, and the meaning vf the distinction between legal and 
equitable estates. That is one of the matters which will have 
to be considered—whether the proposed new s;stem is to be 
simply an addition to the existing law of real property, 
symplifying it, no doubt, in some directions, but introducing 
further complications in other directions ; so that the student and 
the practising lawyer will “drag at each remove a lengthening 
chain” ; or whether the proper course is not first to effect funda- 
mental changes in the law of real property, thus preparing the 
way for the subsequent improvement of the system of transfer. 
On this point leading conveyancers hold opposite opinions, and 
those who are opposed to fundamental change have succeeded in 
impressing their views on the Lord Chancellor. This is the first 
point of policy which will have to be decided. Shall the existing 
separation between the law of real and personal property be 
maintained, or shall we now, before passing new and difficult 
legislation, prepare the way by assimilating the two systems, and 
rid the law of real property of the difficulties incident to its long 
and complicated history ? We hope that, before the discussion pro- 
ceeds far, definite proposals in this direction will be put forward. 
We gather, from the evidence of Mr. HILts before the last Land 
Transfer Commission (Vol. II., p, 354), that they already exist in a 





Bill prepared by Mr. T. Cyprian WILLIAMS. A print of this 
was handed to the Commission, but we do not find it in the 
Appendices, and we are not aware that it is accessible to the 
public. It was described as a Bill “to reduce ownersbip in land 
to the same rules as ownership in chattels,” and as being a Bill 
of great simplicity. The latter expression certainly cannot be 
used of the Lord Chancellor’s Bills, and the discussion of the sub. 
ject will be incomplete unless Mr. CypriAN WILLIAMS’ Bill is 
available for the purpose of comparison. 

Putting aside for the present the question of the simplification 
of the law of real property, the question of facilitating the 
practice of private conveyancing depends on the proposals 
contained in the late Mr. WoLSTENHOLME’s Bill as altered by 
the draftsmen of the present Bill, and the convenient course 
will be to state shortly the scheme as it left Mr. WoLSTEN- 
HOLME’s hands. His Bill was first printed, we believe, in 1896. 
The copy before us is the Bill as introduced in the House of 
Lords by Lord Davey in 1897. The central idea was to vest 
the entire fee in the owner for the time being, and to enable 
him, upon a sale, to pass this fee to the purchaser. The Bill 
included the provision for the constitution of a real representa- 
tive, which was incorporated in the Land Transfer Act of the 
same year. Equitable interests, including mortgages, where the 
mortgagee did not get the legal estate, were to be protected by 
cautions and inhibitions. The only legal estate, other than the 
entire fee, capable of being created was to be a term of years 
absolute, but minor legal interests were to be allowed in the 
form of rents, easements, &c., created either in fee simple or for 
terms of years. This arrangement was intended to meet 
the chief difficulty in private conveyancing, navely, the repeated 
examinations of title. The two main objects of registratior 
of title, as Mr. UNDERHILL pointed out in his evidence in the 
volume referred to above (p. 8), are to obviate the necessity for 
this repeated investigation and to prevent fraud. The latter 
object, he observed, could be more effectively attained by a 
registry of deeds. “The one really strong ground for registra- 
tion of title seems to me that it prevents the constant recurrence 
of examination of the title for a long period of years, which is 
necessary at the present time.” Mr. WoLSTENHOLME’s Bill was 
aimed at reducing the trouble and expense of this examination. 
Apart from the minor legal interests just mentioned, the abstract 
was to consist of a series of transfers of the absolute interest, 
varied only by devolutions upon a real representative, This 
devolution would be shewn by production of probate or letters 
of administration, and the purchaser would not be concerned 
with questions of pedigree. But he would have to search the 
register for cautions and inhibitions. If he found none, he could 
take the title appearing on the abstract in the above short form ; 
if he found any, it would be for the vendor to clear them off. 

Such was the scheme in outline, and this scheme, as we shall 
see later, is reproduced in the present Conveyancing Bill. It 
was worked out in detail by dividing all interests in land into 
“estates,” which could only be in fee simple or for terms of 
years absolute, but might be legal or equitable, “ fiduciary 
rights,” and “ paramount interests,” The same division occurs in 
the present Bill, but the nomenclature is changed, and we need 
not pursue the matter here. Fiduciary rights included equitable 
interests : they could be enforced against the “estate-owner ” for 
the time being, but not against a purchaser, whether with or 
without notice. The estate owner was to have absolute power of 
disposition, subject to paramount interests ; and subject also to a 
restriction in the case of settled land. Here the owner for the 
time being was to take the legal fee, but the settlement was to 
contain an appointment of trustees for the purposes of the 
Settled Land Acts, and then the estate-owner could only sell 
under those Acts. The register of cautions and inhibitions was 
to be kept at the Land Registry. It was 4 ry that the 
estate-owner should be able to dispose of the land free from 
all claims of the Crown to duty. 

The further consideration of the scheme was prevented by the 
establishment of compulsory registration under the Land Transfer 
Act of 1897, but now that that Act has failed, it becomes once 
more a substantive measure, and the Lord Chancellor proposes that 
it shall be tried concurrently with an amended system of registra- 
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tion. The only alternative scheme for shortening examination of 
title, so far as we are aware, is one for enabling certificates of 
title to be given after examination by conveyancers of established 
position. This was put forward in the evidence before the Land 
Transfer Commission, and it is a little surprising that it has 
never been adopted in practice. Frequently the title to a build- 
ing estate consists of long settlements and portions terms and 
so on, and every purchaser of a plot on the estate has to investigate 
it. We imagine that an offer of a certificate of examination by 
a conveyancing counsel to the court or other well-known con- 
veyancer, supported by a statutory declaration of verification of 
the abstract by comparison with the deeds, would have been 
welcomed by purchasers, and would have saved much trouble and 
expense ; but we are not aware that this has ever been done, 
though a condition stating that a recent investigation shall be 
accepted as conclusive is sometimes used. The idea is worth 
considering before finally embarking upon more drastic changes. 
We propose next week to pass on to the proposals in the Con- 
veyancing Bill so far as they affect private conveyancing. 
[To be continued. | 


Reviews. 


The Commercial Laws of the World. 


THE ComMmerciIAL LAWS OF THE WORLD: COMPRISING THE 
MERCANTILE, Bitts of ExcHancre, BANKRUPTCY, AND Mart- 
TIME LAWS OF ALL CIVILIZED NATIONS; TOGETHER WITH 
CoMMENTARIES ON Civit PRocEDURE, CONSTITUTION OF THE 
Courts, AND TraDE Customs. IN THE ORIGINAL LANGUAGES, 
INTERLEAVED WITH AN ENGLISH TRANSLATION. CONTRIBUTED 
BY Numerous Eminent Sprcrauists or ALL Nations. 
British Epitron. Consulting Editor: THe Hon. Str Tuomas 
Epwarp Scrutton, Judge of the King’s Bench Division of the 
High Court of Justice. General Editor: W1ittiam BowsTsEap, 
Barrister-at-Law. Vor, X.: San Satvapor, Dominican 
REPUBLIC, AND NicaraGcua. Translated by WyNDuAM A. Bewes, 
Barrister-at-Law (San Salvador); Epwarp §S. Cox-Srycrarr, 
Barrister-at-Law (Dominican Republic and Nicaragua). Voxs. 
XIII. anp XIV.: Great Briratn anD IRELAND, I. anv IL. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). £2 2s. net each volume. 

As in former volumes, the introductory articles in Vol. X. contain 
interesting statements of the history of the laws now in force in the 
various countries dealt with. Since 1855 Salvador has had a Code 
of Commerce, founded on and, indeed, closely following (except for 
difference caused by local peculiarities) the Spanish Code of 1829; 
and the Code of Procedure in Commercial Causes, issued at the same 
time, was similarly adopted from the corresponding Spanish Code of 
Procedure of 1830. The Code of Commercial Procedure, however, 
failed in practice, and the trial of commercial matters was referred 
to the jurisdiction of the civil judges and the ordinary procedure. 
A new Code of Commerce was promulgated in 1882, but this still 
adhered too closely to the old Spanish Code, and twenty years later the 
work was taken in hand again. A special commission of jurists was 
appointed to frame a new Code, and this, which was founded mainly on 
the Portuguese Code, became law in 1904. It is noticed in the Intro- 
duction that commercial codes are not in agreement as to the time when 
contracts made by correspondence are complete, whether from dispatch 
or receipt of the acceptance. The Codes of 1855 and 1882 adopted 
the former view—thereby agreeing with the English law—the new 
Code adopts the latter. “The Commission considered this more 
equitable and more in conformity with the principle that bilateral 
contracts should not be considered as actually concluded, if the con- 
currence of the will of one ef the parties does not clearly and certainly 
appear.” The Commercial Law of the Dominican Republic is 
contained in a Code of 1884, and that of Nicaragua in a Code of 1869, 
but a new Code for the latter country is in preparation. 

Volumes XIII. and XTV. state the Commercial Law of Great Britain 
and Ireland, and, no parallel translation being required, the bulk of 
matter is as great as in four of the other volumes. Seven writers, 
neluding the General Editor, have collaborated in the preparation of 
the volumes, and an Introduction has been contributed by Sir Fred- 
erick Pollock, in which the relation of the law merchant to the common 
law, and the effect of custom in enlarging the rules of law, are stated 
in a very lucid and interesting manner. This development by custom 
does not, as Sir Frederick points out, apply to commercial law as a 
whole, but only to negotiable instruments, and to insurance and mari- 
time law. Other matters of commerce, such as the law of the sale of 
goods, have always been part of the common law, though evidence of 
custom is admissible to supplement the agreement between the parties. 
+ The introduction is, of course,written specially with a view to foreign 
use, and it includes a statement of the authority of judicial decisions 








and of text-books. “The privileged list [of text-books] stops 
short of Blackstone’s Commentaries. Nevertheless the works 
of deceased authors may be cited in court, and some which 
are not properly ‘books of authority’ are for practical 
purposes more frequently mentioned in court than any of those 
which are. It is said that the works of living authors ought 
not to be cited at all, but the rule is not observed with much 
strictness at this day, if it ever was.” The work contains, after 
the jntroduction, an extensive bibliography compiled by Mr. Bedwell, 
the Middle Temple librarian, and a chapter on Procedure, and then 
the text is arranged under thirteen successive titles, including 
Companies, Partnership, Agency, Contract, Bills of Exchange, 
Banks and Banking, Sale of Goods, Maritime Law, Marine Insur- 
ance, Carriage by Land, and Trade-Marks and Trade Names. Each 
has its separate author, the General Editor naturally taking the 
subject of agency. As between other articles it would be invidious 
to mention particular authors, but each subject appears to have 
been treated with great fulness and care ; to take a single instance, 
we may notice the statement at pp. 597 et seg. of the particulars 
which constitute registrable trade-marks, and in a note to p. 599, 
after the statement, in reliance on Re Pope's Electric Lamp Co. 
(1911, 2 Ch. 382), that a surname is not, as a rule, adapted to distin- 
guish, the author adds, in anticipation of Re 7'eofani's Trade-Mark 
(ante, p. 686) :—“ A surname may, in exceptional circumstances, be 
skewn to be adapted to distinguish.” 

The second volume contains the law peculiar to Scotland and 
Ireland respectively, and the bankruptcy law for all three countries, 
and there follows an appendix of the relevant statutes in order of 
date. The two volumes contain a very full statement of British 
commercial law. 





Local Government. 

Locat GovernMENT CasE Law, 1912. By Ranpo tpn A. GLEN, 
M.A., LL.B. Cantab., Barrister-at-Law. Von. IIL Sir Isaac 
Pitman & Sons (Limited). 10s. net. 

The first velume of this series of digests contained over 350 Local 
Jovernment Cases reported in 1910, and Vol. II. over 450 similar 
cases reported in 1911. The present volume adds some 300 cases 
decided in 1910-12, and reported for the first time in 1912. Under 
“Local Government Case” the compiler includes “any case which 
has a direct bearing on local government undertakings or deals with 
points likely to arise in connection with the work of any member 
officer, or servant of any sanitary, poor law, highway, education, or 
rating authority.” The width of the definition doubtless adds 
utility to the book, but we are a little appalled at a branch of the 
law which increases the authorities at the rate of three or four 
hundred a year, and we fear there is no corresponding decrease or 
obsolescence of cases to keep down the number. However, that we 
must leave for the future. A succeeding generation may burn all 
the law reports or decline to treat decisions as authorities ; but 
meanwhile the present-day lawyer has to sort out the cases and 
work with them as best he may, and in local government matters 
Mr. Glen’s useful digest will lighten the burden for him. The table 
of cases prefixed to this volume covers also Vols. I. and IT. 





Trade’ Unions 
Barrister-at-Law. 


TrapE Union Law. By Herman COonen, 
Turrp Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 7s. 6d. 


Until recently trade unions were subject to the common law 
doctrine of restraint of trade as modified by the Trade Union Act, 
1871, and the Amendment Act of 1876. Thtn the 7af Vale Case 
(1901, A. C. 426) resulted in the very extensive — and exemp- 
tions of the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, and the Osborne Case (1910, 
A. C. 87) has meen ce by way of antidote the Trade Union Act, 
1913. These sources of law Mr. Cohen styles the Trade Union Code, 
and his book contains first a short statement of the doctrine of 
restraint of trade, and then the text of the statutes, with very useful 
notes. Section 4 of the Act of 1871, it will be remembered, contains 
an important restriction on proceedings to enforce agreements 
between trade unions and their members, and this has been the 
subject of numerous cases, of which Howden’s Case (1905, A. C. 256) 
is one of the most noteworthy. A good epitome of these is given at 
pp. 10-35, and the notes to the Act of 1906 contain a full guide to 
the cases already decided on that statute. The above Acts are 
followed by the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, 
and other relevant matter, and the Appendices contain rules an 
forms under the Trade Union Acts. 


Books of the Week. 


Practice.—The Conduct of an Action in the King’s Bench 
Division. By JoserpH Bianp, Common Law Managing Clerk : 
with an Introduction by R. Borroucn Hopksys, Solicitor. Horace 


Cox. 5s. net. 
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Poor Law.—Poor Law Settlement and Removal. By 
Hersert Davey, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 15s. 


Secret Commissions.—The Law relating to Secret Com- l 
| the price until they had confirmation of its statements. This, he 


missions and Bribes. By A.sert Crew, with a Foreword by the 
Right Hon. Sir Epwarp Fry, G,.C.B. Sir Isaac Pitman and Sons 
Limited). 5s. net. 


Legislation.—Journal of the Society of Comparative Legisla 
tion. Edited by Sir Jown Macbonett, C.B., LL.D., and Epwarp 
Manson. Assistant Editor, C. E. A. Bepweit. New Series. 
Vol. XIIL, Part 2. John Murray. 5s. net. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


MAIR v. RIO GRANDE RUBBER ESTATES (LIM.). 
20th June ; 18th July. 


CompaAny—AGREEMENT TO TAKE SHARES—RECTIFICATION OF REGISTER— 
MISREPRESENTATION—ALLEGED FRAUDULENT PRosPECTUS—QUOTATIONS 
in Prospecrus or Report By ONE ‘‘ ACQUAINTED WITH”’ THE 
PROPERTY. 

A company, formed for the purpose of acquiring a rubber estate in 
the Philippines, issued a prospectus in which was quoted a report on 
the pre advantages of the estate by a gentleman who was then, or 
subsequently became, a director of the company, and who stated he 
was well acquainted with the locality. The prospectus also said that 
no portion of the price of the estate would be paid until the directors 
had received an independent report confirming the statements of this 
gentleman, A shareholder, on the faith of the prospectus, took shares. 
The statements in the report were absolutely false, and he claimed to 
he repaid the price he had given for the shares. The Court of Session 
dismissed the action. 

Held, that whether at the time the report was made to the com- 
pany the person who wrote it was or was not a director, it had been 
set out in the prospectus to induce the appellant to take shares, and to 
that extent, at any rate, the company had adopted the statements as 
their own, and were liable to the appellant, who, on the faith of the 
false misrepresentation contained in the prospectus, had paid his money 
jor shares which were worthless. 


Decision of Court of Session (1913, 8. C. 183) reversed. 


Appeal by the plaintiff Mair against a judgment of the First Division 
of the Court of Session, which affirmed an interlocutor of the Lord 
Ordinary dismissing as irrelevant his action against the Rio Grande 
Estates (Limited), for rescission of a contract to take shares in that 
company, and for the return of the money already paid in respect of 
euch shares. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

The facts sufficiently appear from the judgment. 

Lord Hatpane, C., read a judgment, in the course of which he 
said : The point which has been decided is a point of substance, and 
the interlocutor against which the appeal is brought purports to rest 
on principles which obtain equally in the jurisprudence of Scotland and 
of England. The appellant raised an action for reduction of a con- 
tract to take shares in the respondent company, and for repayment of 
the price and deletion of his name from the register of shareholders. 
He averred that he had applied for his shares in reliance on the state- 
ments contained in a prospectus sent to him by the company—state- 
ments which were substantially to the following effect : That the com- 
pany was formed to acquire a concession from the Government of the 
Philippine Islande of the exclusive right to the rubber in a certain 
territory; that Mr. C. A. Littler, who was one of the directors, was 
acquainted with this locality from long residence in the Philippines ; 
that in a report addressed to the directors and made shortly before 
incorporation, and set out in the prospectus, he had eaid that the area 
was a great centre for the collection of wild rubber until five vears 
previously, when the Government had cancelled the licences owing to 
damage done to rubber trees and vines; and. further. that since then 
the area had been reserved with a view to the formation of a respon- 
sible organization which would undertake a scheme of collection and 
replanting; that even with the crude methods of extraction which then 
prevailed as much as 40,000 Ib. of rubber per month had been obtained, 
and that the rubber trees and vines were now ripe for tapping on a 
large scale; that under an organized system of collection it should be 
easy to maintain an average annual output of 120,000 Ib., which should 
give a net profit of not Jess than £12,000 a vear, and that later on 
£64,000 a year might be obtained; that, in his (Mr. Littler’s) experi- 
ence. the estates were vnique in that. in addition to the enormous 
noesibilities of such a large territory, if evstematically developed, they 
contained wild rubber trees and vines in such quantities that imme- 
diate profits were aseured, and that under efficient management they 
conld not fail to vield large profits to the shareholders. The pursver 
charged that these etatements were hoth false and frandulent. and, in 
particular, that there was no wild robber or anv rubber in the terri- 
torv, unlees in anantities so insignificant that it would not pay to 
collect it. The Lord President took the view that there was no state- 
ment put forward in the prospectus, as a statement of the directors, 











which could be said to be untrue. All that was stated was that Mr. 
Littler had reported that there was a large amount of rubber in the 
territory. The Lord President pointed out that the prospectus parti- 
cularly ‘called attention to the fact that the statements were based on 
the report, and that the directors announced their policy of not paying 


thought, showed that they did not themselves vouch the truth of what 
Mr. Littler had said, and he held that there was no misrepresentation 
to anyone who read the prospectus fairly and as a whole. He was 
unable to agree with the Lord President, and went on to point out 
that the appellant’s averment was not one of mere misrepresentation, 
but of fraudulent misrepresentation. The° report was quoted as one 
made to them before incorporation, and presumably before Mr. Littler 
became a director. Even if the statements could reasonably be assumed 
to be Mr. Littler’s statements and not theirs, none the less the direc- 
tors drew attention to them with the view of inducing the appellant 
to subscribe for shares. He therefore moved that the interlocutors 
appealed against be reversed, and that the cause be remitted to the 
Court of Session, with a declaration that the appellant is entitled to a 
proof of his averments. The respondent company must pay the costs 
of these proceedings here and in the courte below. 

Lord Saw and Lord Movtton gave judgment to the same effect. 
Order accordingly.—Counsrt, for the appellant, S. O. Buckmaster, 
K.C., Condie Sandeman, K.C., and J. A. Christie (the latter two 
counsel of the Scottish Bar); Marmillan, K.C., and Gentles (both of 
the Scottish Bar), for the respondents. Acents, St. Clair Swanson & 
Manson, W.S., Edinburgh; Barlow, Barlow, &: Lyde, solicitors, London, 
for the appellant; J. Stuart Macdonald, solicitor, Edinburgh; Neish, 
Howell, & Haldane, solicitors, London, for the respondents. 

[Reported by Ensxins Rein, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re DU CROS’ APPLICATION. REGISTRAR OF TRADE-MARKS ». 
W. &G. DU CROS (LIM.), ET E CONTRA. 9th July; Ist Aug. 


TRADE-MARK—INITIALS—DISTINCTIVENESS—DISCRETION OF REGISTRAR. 


Application was made to the Registrar of Trade-Marks to allow the 
present appellants, W. & G. Du Cros (Limited), to register two trade- 
marks for motor vehicles, the first mark consisting of the letters “* W. 
& G.”’ written in a running hand at an angle from the horizontal, with 
a considerable and peculiar flourish, the second consisting of the letters 
“W. & G.” in ordinary block type. The Registrar refused both appli- 
cations, and Eve, J., upheld his decision. The Court of Appeal held 
that the application should be allowed to proceed in respect of the 
script letters hut (Moulton, L.J., dissenting) not in respect of the letters 
in ordinary block type. 

Held, allowing the appeal by the Registrar of Trade-Marks, that his 
decision was right, as the reqistration of two letters, which were the 
initial letters of hundreds of other firms, might interfere with the honest 
use by those firms of their own initials on their own goods. 

Per Lord Shaw: The functions of the registrar are quasi-judicial, 
and semble his decision when properly exercised is final. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (1912, 1 Ch. 644, 81 L. J. Ch. 201) 


reversed. 


Appeal by the Registrar of Trade-Marks from so much of an order 
of the Court of Appeal (reported 1912, 1 Ch. 644, 29 R. P. C. 65) as 
reversed part of an order of Eve, J., and a cross appeal of W. & G. 
Du Cros (Limited) from so much of the same order as affirmed the 
other part of the order of Eve, J. The question in each case was 
whether there was sufficient ground for interfering with the exercise 
of the discretion of the registrar in refusing to register either the simple 
letters ‘‘W. & G.”’ or those letters written in cursive characters with 
a somewhat bold return flourish at the end of the letter G. and with 
the interposition between the two letters of tthe conjunctive symbol &. 
The Court of Appeal held that the scriptive combination was register- 
able, but not the mere two letters. 

The Hovse took time for consideration. 

Their Lordships (Lords Loresurn, SHaw, Mersey, and PARKER) 
agreed with the contention of the registrar that neither combination of 
letters was sufficiently distinctive, and further, that the registration 
of two letters of the alphabet might interfere with the honest use by 
other firms of their own initials on their own goods. If the applicants 
had applied to register the letters ‘‘W. & G. du C.” in some scriptive 
form different considerations would have arisen. Accordingly the 
appeal and cross appeal were each dismissed. with costs.—CounseL, Sir 
Rufus Isaacs, A.-G., and Austen-Cartmell, for the registrar ; Sir Robert 
Finlay, K.C., and Kerly, for the company. Soxicrrors, 7'he Solicitor 
to Board of Trade; J. B. & F. Purchase. 

[Reported by Exsxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


HOWARTH v. ANDREW KNOWLES & SONS (LIM.). 
No. 1. 10th July. 


WorkKMEN’s ComMPENSATION—CERTIFIED ScHEeME ror ConTRACTING OvT 
or Act—Accipent TO Mermeer or Scnoeme—Exprry or ScuemEe— 
EXHAUSTION OF Funps—WorkMeNn’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 
Epw. 7, c. 58). 


Where a workman joins a certified scheme for contracting out of the 
Workmen's Compensation Acts, he enjoys the benefits of the scheme in 
substitution for those provided by the Acts, and the employer is under 
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no liability to pay him compensation for an accident which may occur to 
him while the scheme is subsisting, notwithstanding that it may sub- 
sequently expire, and its funds become exhausted. 

- Appeal of the workman from an award of the county court judge at 
Salford. In 1898 the Andrew Knowles & Sons (Limited) Accident 
Society was formed, and certified as a scheme for contracting out of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies. The applicant signed on the scheme on the 27th of June, 
1901, and on the 2nd of November met with injury by accident in the 
course of his employment, causing incapacity which was still continuing 
at the date of the appeal. On the 31st of December, 1903, the scheme 
expired by effluxion of time, and a new scheme, embracing the funds 
subject to the original scheme, was certified. The applicant did not 
become a member of this scheme. On the 1st of January, 1907, this 
scheme, not having been re-certified under section 15 of the Act of 
1906, became ipso facto revoked. A weekly payment of 12s. was made 
to the applicant as from the date of the accident until the 7th of 
November, 1912, when all funds under both schemes became entirely 
exhausted. The applicant then claimed compensation at the same rate 
from the employers, but the county court judge held that he had no 
jurisdiction to hear the application, and made an award in the 
employers’ favour. The applicant appealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised a question of great 
importance to workmen who had become accessory to schemes under 
the Act. The county court judge had held that the workman in the 
circumstances had no claim upon the employer under the Act of 1897, 
and in his lordship’s opinion the decision was right. The general policy 
of the Act was that the employer was liable to compensate his work- 
men for accidents arising out of and in the course of the employment, 
and was not allowed to contract out of the Act, except in pursuance of 
an authorized scheme, to which no workman was obliged to subscribe 
unless he chose. His lordship then stated the facts, and referred to 
section 4 of the Act of 1897, and rule 4 of the scheme, which provided 
that the members of the scheme should relinquish all legal claims against 
the employers in respect of any accidents which might occur to them 
in the course of the employment. By rule 29, six months’ notice might 
terminate the existence of the scheme, and the liabilities arising under 
it, whether past, present, or future, and whether certain or contingent, 
had to be provided for out of its funds. It was admitted that the 
accident happened during the pendency of the scheme. In any scheme 
of the kind there must be liabilities which would run on, and it would 
be wholly wrong to treat the fund as a clear fund at the date of ex- 
piration of the scheme, to be divided un among the persons who then 
had claims upon it. The fund remained liable to all claims for accidents 
which had arisen or might arise. In Godwin v. Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty (1912, 2 K. B. 26), Fletcher Moulton, L.J., whose dissent- 
ing judgment the appellant’s counsel had relied on, was not considering 
a case at all similar to that which had arisen here. The workman had 
elected in the present case to give up his right against his employers, 
and had taken instead a right of recourse to a fund which onght to have 
provided for contingent liabilities. It could make no difference that 
the funds had been misapplied or mismanaged. The appeal would be 
dismissed. 

Kennepy, L.J.. who said he could see no possible ground for read- 
ing into rule 4 of the scheme a proviso saving or postponing for five 
years the workman’s legal rights against his employers, and 

Swrnren Fapy. U..J., who referred to Horn v. Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty (1911, 1 K. B. 24), and the provisions as to schemes 
under the Act of 1906. delivered indgment to the same effect.—Counstt, 
A. Ralph Thomas; Sankey, K.C., and Adshead Elliott. Sortcrrors, 
Nicol, Son, & Nicol, for C. H. Pickstone, Radcliffe; James, Mellor, a: 
Coleman, for Batty, Ford &: Buckley, Manchester. 

[Reported by H. Eawaronp Lewis. Barrister-at-Law.] 


BIRKS v. STAFFORD COAL AND IRON CO. (LIM.). 
llth July. 


Worxkmen’s Compensatton—Inpvstriar, DiskASE—CERTIFYING SURGEON 
~Apprat TO Mepican Rereree From “ RerusaL’”’ TO Gtve CERTIFICATE 
or DIsABLEMENT—Powers oF Menpiesr, Rereree—WorkKMEN’s Com- 

PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Epw. 7, c. 57), s. 8. 

Where a certifying surgeon, under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, section 8, gives a workman suffering from an industrial disease a 
certificate to that effect, but does not fix the date of disablement, or 
fixes it at a time which is later than that claimed bu the workmen or 
otherwise does not give the vertificate asked for, the workman has a 
right of appeal to a medical referee, as from a refusal to give such 
certificate, and the medical referee has jurisdiction to fix the date of 
disablement, or alter the date fixed by the certificate. 


Appeal of the employers from an award of the county court judge 
at’ Stoke-upon-Trent. The workman was a miner, who had_ been 
suffering in his eyesight for some four years past. He left the colliery 
on the 1st of September, 1911, when it closed down, and for some time 
after that he was in hospital suffering from a disease not attributable 
to his employment. On the 27th of November, 1912, he consulted the 
certifying surgeon for the district in which he Lad been employed, as 
to his eyesight, and the latter on the 10th of December gave him a cer- 
tificate under section 8 (1) (i) of the Act, stating that he was suffering 
from miner’s nystagmus, and was unable to earn his wages. He 
dated the certificate the 10th of December, but did not state any date 
for the commencement of the disablement. Under section 8 (4) the 


No, 1. 





date of the certificate is, if the surgeon is unable to certify any other 
date, the date of disablement. This certificate being of no use to the 
workman, he appealed to a medical referee under Rule 8 of Appendix 
D, using Form 10, as from a refusal to give a certificate of disable- 
ment, and the referee allowed his appeal, and fixed the 1st of Sep- 
tember, 1911, as the date of disablement. It was admitted that miners’ 
nystagmus could only be contracted down a mine, and he had not 
been down a mine since that date. The workman next applied for 
arbitration, and was awarded compensation from November, 1911. 
The employers appealed on the ground that, there having been no 
refusal to give a certificate on the part of the surgeon, there was no 
right of appeal to the medical referee, and that the latter had no 
jurisdiction to alter the date of the certificate, or to fix a date for dis- 
ablement. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised a question of some in- 
terest, and after stating the facts, proceeded : It was said that there 
could be no appeal by a workman from the decision of a certifying 
surgeon who had given a certificate, and that the workman’s right 
of appeal was only in the case of his refusal, but after an able argument 
on both sides, his lordship had come to the conclusion that the decision 
of his Honour Judge Ruegg was right. The question depended upon 
the construction of section 8, (i), (iii), (f), and (4). Was the 
workman ‘aggrieved’? or not? He was aggrieved in various 
ways, especially by the giving of a useless certificate, and on that 
ground alone the appeal must fail. His lordship was disposed to 
agree with the statement made in McGuin v. Udston Coal Co. (49 
S.L.R. 531), that a medical referee had power to do whatever a certify- 
ing surgeon could do. 

Kennepy, L.J., who said that the word ‘refusing ’”’ in section 8 
(1) (iii.) (f) ought to be construed as broadly as possible, and meant 
refusing to give not merely any certificate, but such a certificate as 
was asked for; and 

Swinren FEapy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counset, Sankey, K.C., and V. Graham Milward: Adshead Elliott. 
Soricrrors, Fillithorne, Currey, & Co., for C. F. Elliott-Smith, Mans- 
field ; Stow, Preston, & Co., for Hollinshead &: Moody, Tunstall. 

[Reported by H. Lanerarp Lewis, Barrister-atLaw.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HUBBARD v. WOODFIELD. Neville, J. 27th June. 


Practick—INJUNCTION—THREAT BY AUCTIONEERS TO AID AND ABET 
THE DEFENDANT IN COMMITTING A BREACH OF THE INJUNCTION—IN- 
STRUCTIONS GIveEN By DEFENDANT TO AUCTIONEERS TO Setr— 
AUCTIONEERS NOT PARTIES TO THE AcTION—Ex Parte INJUNCTION 
OBTAINED—JURISDICTION TO CoNnTINUE IT WirHovt AppING THE 
AUCTIONEERS AS DEFENDANTS. 


The court has jurisdiction to grant an injunction to restrain persons 
who are not parties to an action from aiding and abetting the defendant 
in the action in committing a breach of an injunction which has been 
obtained from the court against such defendant by the plaintiff. The 
defendant in this ‘case was under order of the court not to sell certain 
meadow grass. He nevertheless instructed some auctioneers to sell 
it. The defendant could not readily be found, so the plaintiff obtained 
an ex parte injunction against the auctioneers. 

Held, that there was jurisdiction to continue that injunction without 
adding the auctioneers as parties to the action. 


Seaward v. Paterson (1897, 1 @h. 545) followed. 


This was a motion to continue an injunction which had been obtained 
by the plaintiff ex parte to restrain certain auctioneers from aiding 
and abetting the defendant in the action in committing a breach of an 
injunction. By a tenancy agreement the defendant agreed with the 
plaintiffs (inter alia) (a) in every year to consume upon the premises 
in a husbandlike manner all the hay, artificial hay, straw, clover, 
fodder, root and green crops there produced, and (6) to keep all 
pasture and grass lands clean and in good heart and condition. The 
defendant contemplated terminating his tenancy, and on the 14th of 
June advertised a sale of the standing crops by Messrs. Osborne & 
Son, auctioneers. On the 20th of June an injunction was granted 
restraining the defendant until after the 27th of June, or further 
order, from selling off or otherwise dealing with the standing meadow 
hay or mowing grass and pasture land of the farm in breach of the 
provisions in the said agreement. The defendant thereupon adver- 
tised the sale of the grass keep by Messrs. Osborne & Son. As the 
defendant could not be readily found, the plaintiff’s solicitors notified 
Messrs. Osborne & Son of the injunction that had been granted, bat 
as that firm felt difficulty in cancelling the sale without instructior.s 
from the defendant, the plaintiff applied for and obtained ex parte an 
injunction over the 27th of June restraining Messrs. Osborne & Son 
from ‘‘ aiding and abetting the defendant in committing a breach of 
the order of the 20th of June by selling or attempting to sell the 
standing hay.’’ On the 27th of June the plaintiff moved to continue 
that injunction against Osborne & Son, without adding them as 
defendants. Osborne & Son objected that there was no jurisdiction 
to grant an injunction against them, as they were not parties to the 
action, and that the proper remedy for the plaintiff was to move for 
attachment or committal. Counsel for the plaintiff contended that 
there was jurisdiction in the court to continue the injunction 
against the auctioneers. He also maintained that it was not necessary 
to add the auctioneers as parties to the action. He referred to Sea- 
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ward v. Paterson (1897, 1 Ch. 545), Kitcat v. Sharp (48 L. T. Rep. 
215), and Lerwis v. James (3 7'. L. R. $27). 

Neviue, J., after stating the facts, said : The sale of the grass keep 
is a breach of the injunction. The public must not speculate on the 
exact limits of the court’s orders. On the cases which have been cited 
to me, it appears to me to be quite plain that there is ample jurisdic- 
tion in this court to grant the injunction against Messrs. Osborne & 
Son, the auctioneers. I follow the decision in Seaward v. Paterson 
(supra). But as there is now no longer any necessity to make the order 
I order that Messrs. Osborne & Son pay the costs of the motion.— 
Counsen. Whitmore Richards; Lilley. Sorrerrors, Surman & Co.; 
Andrew Walsh, Gray, & Pose, for W. R. J. Law, Buckingham. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re VISCOUNTESS TORRINGTON AND FINANCE ACT, 1894. 
Eye, J. 4th and 29th July. 

Revenve—FEstate Dery—Exemption—Setrtep PRopERTY—COVENANT 
To Serrie arrer Acovrren Property—Prosate Dury PAID BEFORE 
Act—F nance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), s. 21 (1). 

By a marriage settlement made in 1885 the settlor settled property 
upon trust for himeelf, and after his death upon trust for his wife for 
life. with remainder to hie children, and he covenanted to settle after 
acquired property In 1885 and again in 1888 the settlor received 
legacies under wile in re pect of which probate duty was paid. The 
settlor died in 1889. and on the death of his wife in June, 1912, estate 
duty was claimed in r spect of the said two legacies The trustees of 
the Y ttlement claimed exe mption under section 21 (1) of the Financ e 
Act, 1894 


Field. that estate duty was poeyable 


This was a re tition hv v iv of appeal from the Inland Re venue Com 
missioners asking that it micht he declared that two sums of £4,376 
and £13,630 were exempt from payment of estate duty as being per 
sonal property settled by a disposition made by a person dying before 
the Ist of August, 1894, in respect of which probate duty had been 
paid. The netitioners were trustees of a settlement of the 24th of 
January, 1885, in which there wae a covenant by the eighth Viscount 
Torrington to assign to the settlement trustees so much of any property 
which he might become entitled to under the will of the Dowager Vis 
countess Torrington as should be equal to £5,000, and so much of 
any property which he micht become entitled to under the will of 
the Dowacer Lady Moleeworth as should he equal to £20,000 The 
Dowager Viscountess died in January, 1885, having by her will made 
certain beanests to the eichth Viscount. in respect of which the peti- 
tieners received £4,376. The Dowager Lady Molesworth died in May, 
1888, having bv her will made certain bequests to the eighth Viscount, 
in respect of which the petitioners received £13,630. Under the settle 
ment the property was settled upon trust for the eighth Viscount for 
life. and after his death for Emmeline, his wife. for life, with remainder 
to the only child of the marriage. The eichth Viscount died in October, 
1889, and his wife, Emmeline, in June, 1912. Probate duty was dulv 
paid in respect of the said two sums. but the Commissioners claimed 
estate duty on the death of Emmeline Viscountess Torrington in respect 
of the same. The defendants claimed exemption under section 21 (1) 
_ of the Finance Act, 1894, which provides that estate duty shall not be 
payable on the death of a deceased person in respect of pereonal nro 
perty settled by a will or disposition made by a person dying before 
the Act in respect of which probate duty has been paid. 

Eve, J.—The question in this case is whether the payment of probate 
dnty in respect of personal property of a testator dying hefore the 
Finance Act, 1894, exempts the property from payment of estate duty. 
The petitioners, who are trustees of the settlement, claim exemption, 
and base their claim on section 21 of the Finance Act, 1894, contending 
that these sume were settled hy a person dying before the Act. The 
respondents say that neither of the sums comes within the class of pro- 
perty referred to in the sub-eection. Are the respondents justified in 
contending that the sub-section is limited to a particular class or species 
of property—that is, to property settled at the date when the liability 
to duty arises? I think thev are. The petitioners say that the pro 
perty was in fact settled at that date. being caught by the covenant to 
settle, and therefore there was an effectual settlement at the death. 
That proposition is in some respects well founded, but it does not, in 
my opinion, bring the case within the sub-section, for the property 
could not be said to be settled by the wills. The eub-section includes 
dispositions in the nature of complete settlements. It is said on behalf 
of the respondents that the wills are only to be looked at for the pur- 
pose of finding out what property was included in the settlement, but 
they were not part of the settlement itself. Counsel for the petitioners 
asks me to approach the question from the conveyancer’s point of view, 
and says that there is no practical difference between leaving a legacy 
to a legatee and leaving it to trustees for him. I think there is a sub- 
stantial difference. Although these sums are affected by a trust, it 
cannot be said that they are affected by an executed trust. I think, 
therefore, that the argument that equity looks unon that as done which 
ought to be done is fallacious as applied to the present case. The 
property ie not settled by the wills. The sub-section deals with pro- 
perty settled by a will or disposition made before the Act in respect of 
which duty has been paid, and it is not sufficient to say that it is 
settled by some other document. The document must constitute 
part of the settlement. Apart from authority, I should come to the 
conclusion that these sums do not fall within the exemption contained 
in the sub-section. But there is the Scottish case of Lord Advocate 





v. Harvey's Trustees (39 Sc. L. R. 71), which was relied upon by the 
respondents. That was a decision under section 5, but the facts were 
similar to the present case, subject to this, that the parties there were 
subject to the law of Scotland, though it is said that there is nothing 
to shew that the law in this respect differs in the two countries. I have, 
however, construed the sub-section without reference to that decision, 
though if the law is the same in the two countries the decision would be 
a binding authority on me. I dismiss the petition, with costs.—CounseL, 
Upjohn, K.C., and Jolly; Sir J. Simon, 8.-G., and Tomlin. Soxicrtors, 
Haslewood, Hare, & Co., for Cheale &: Son, Tunbridge Wells ; Solicito, 
to Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by 8. E. Writ1aMs, Barrister-at-Law.> 


Re SITWELL. WORSLEY v. SITWELL. Neville, J. 17th July. 


Wirt—Devise or FREEHOLDS AND LEASEHOLDS—DISCLAIMER OF THE 
LeaseHoLps—D1scLaAIMeR OF FreeHOLDS ALso—PEcuNIARY LeEGaAci"s 
—Inrestacy—Resipvary Persona, Estate Nor SvFrFIcIeNnT FOR 
Payment or Desrs, FuNnerRAL AND TESTAMENTARY EXPENSES 
MARSHALLING OF ASSETS. 

Where it had been held that, leaseholds having been disclaimed, the 
specifically devised and residuary freeholds must also be disclaimed, 
and whe re the re wos an insufficiency of assets, 

Held, that the rules of marshalling applied in the same way as if there 
had been an intestacy as to the leaseholds and freeholds disclaimed, and 
that accordingly, in paying the testatrix’s debts and funeral and testa- 
mentary expenses, after exhausting her residuary personal estate, 
except a fund consisting of so much thereof as would satisfy the 
pecuniary leqacies which had been set aside, resort must be had to the 
disclaimed freeholds before resorting to the said fund so set aside. 

This was a summons which had been restored to decide a new point 
of marshalling which had now arisen as a result of the decision already 
given. A testatrix by her will gave pecuniary legacies of the value 
of £870, and, after various specific bequests, disposed of certain of 
her property in the following words : ‘‘I devise all my stable, 
cottage, and hereditaments situate behind Alma-square, in Scarborough, 
and all the residue of my freehold and leasehold estates unto my said 
son, Sir George R. Sitwell, according to the tenure thereof respec- 
tively.”” The testatrix further bequeathed all the residue of her 
personal estate to her trustees upon trust for sale and conversion, 
and thereout to pay her funeral and testamentary expenses and debts 
and the legacies thereinbefore bequeathed, and to invest the residue 
for her daughter. The testatrix died on the 3let of October, 1911. 
Her residuary leasehold estates consisted of a Jease which was of a 
very onerous nature, and the legatee, Sir George R. Sitwell, disclaimed 
it. The question then arose as to whether he could properly disclaim 
the residuary leasehold estates without also disclaiming the specific 
and residuary gifts of freehold estates contained in the same clause of 
the will. It was held by Neville, J., on this summons, that he could not 
disclaim the residuary leasehold estates without also disclaiming the 
specific and residuary freeholds, so that there was an intestacy as to 
the Alma-sanare property and the residuary freehold property. Sir 
George R. Sitwell was the testatrix’s heir-at-law, and consequently took 
these estates as such. The testatrix’s residuary personal estate was 
not sufficient for the payment of her debts, funeral and testamentary 
expenses, and a question arose as to whether the trustees ought to 
marshall the testatrix’s assets so as to pay the debts, funeral and 
testamentary expenses out of so much of the residuary personal estate 
as would not be required to satiefy the pecuniary legacies, and then 
to resort to the disclaimed freeholds before resorting to that portion 
of the residuary personal estate which would be required to satisfy 
the pecuniary legacies. Counsel for Sir George R. Sitwell argued that, 
since this freehold property had been dealt with by the will, and it was 
only because of the disclaimer that he became entitled as heir-at-law, 
the position was not the same as if there had been an intestacy from 
the beginning. This property ought not to be considered as having 
descended to him, and the rule ought not to apply. 

Nevittr, J., after stating the facts, said : The person who has dis- 
claimed is in this case the same person who takes as heir-at-law. The 
position with regard to marshalling is precisely the same as on an 
intestacy. That is to say, that in paying this testatrix’s debts and 
funeral and testamentary expenses the first thing to do is to exhaust all 
her residuary personal estate except a fund consisting of so much 
thereof as will satisfy the pecuniary legacies given by her will. Then 
resort must be had to the disclaimed freeholds before this fund so set 
aside is used. The assets must accordingly be marshalled in this way.— 
Counsen, J. Polt; Jenkins, K.C., and Birdaeman; Peterson, K.C.., 
and Bryan Farrer; Cann. Soxtcrrors, Field, Emery, Roscoe, «& 
Medley, for Cook, Fowler, & Outhet, Scarborough; Royds, Rawstorne, 
& Co.; Farrer & Co, 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrieterat-Law.) 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re PEEL. Ex parte HONOUR. Phillimore, J. 24th Julv. 
Bankruptcy—PrRoor—Destr Contractep Arter Act or BANKRUPTCY— 
Notice or Act or BANKRUpTCY—Onvs or Proor—Banxkruptcy ACT. 
1849 (12 & 13 Vicr., c. 106), s. 165—Banxruprcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vicr., c. 52), s. 37, suB-secTion 2. 


When a trustee in bankruptcy rejects a proof of debt on the ground 
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that the debt was contracted with notice of an available act of bank- 
ruptcy, the onus is upon him to prove that the creditor had notice of 
such act of bankruptcy. 

Ex parte Revell, Re Tollemache (No. 2) (13 Q. B. D. 727), distin- 
guished. 

Appeal from the rejection of a proof by the trustee in bankruptcy. 
The proof in question was lodged on the 27th of November, 1912. by 
Benjamin Honour, as receiver in the lunacy of his father, Victor 
Honour, and was for a sum of £9,500, due on one promissory note and 
six bills of exchange. The promissory note was for £1.000, five of the 
bills were for £500 each, and the sixth was for £6,000. They were 
given on various dates between the 11th of January and the 16th of 
February, 1898. All such dates were subsequent to the act of bank- 
ruptcy on which the receiving order was made, such act of bankruptcy 
having been committed in October, 1897, and the receiving order having 
been made on the 23rd of February, 1898. The appellant had found 
the note and bills among his father’s papers, and had discovered entries 
in his passbook which shewed payments to the bankrupt or to one 
Tyrwhitt, whose name was also on the bills about the dates of the 
promissory note and the five £500 bills; but no entry that was in anv 
way referable to the £6,000 bill could be discovered, and the appellant’s 
counsel did not press for the claim on this bill to be admitted. The 
trustee wholly rejected the proof on the 17th of April, 1913, the main 
grounds of his rejection being that the debts were contracted bv the 
bankrupt after Victor Honour had notice of an available act of bank- 
ruptev committed by the bankrupt; and that, in the case of such of 
the bills as were drawn by the bankrupt. they had not been presented, 
nor had notice of dishonour been given, either to the bankrunt or to his 
trustee. It was further objected by the trustee that the debt sought 
to he proved obviously included interest at a rate exceeding 5 per cent., 
and that for the purnoses of dividend proof for such excess must he 
postponed until all the other creditors should have been paid in full 
(Bankruptcy Act, 1890, section 23). Counsel for the appellant con- 
tended, as to the first, point, that the onus lay upon the trustee to prove 
that the creditor had notice of an available act of bankruptcy when he 
lent the money. As to the seennd point, he areued that notice of dis 
honour had been waived by the bankrupt’s admiseion of liability on 
the bills in his statement of affairs, bankruptcy having sunervened 
hefore they became due. Counsel for the reenondent contended that 
the onus lay unon the creditor to prove that he had not notice of an 
available act of hankruptcy when he lert the monev. and relied on 
Ex narte Revell. Re Tollemache (No. 2) (13 Q. B. D. 727). 

Priturvore, J., held that the onus lay upon the trustee, and distin- 
guished Vx norte Pevell, Re Tollemache. hecavce that caee was decided 
on section 165 of the Bankruntcy Act, 1849. Under that Act all debts 
contracted after the commission of an available act of bankruptcy were 
primé facie not provable, but section 165 en-hled euch creditors as 
sould shew that thev had no notice of an available act of bankruntev 
st the time when the debts were contracted to prove their debts. 
Under the Act of 1883 the conditions were different, all debts were 
made provable, excent such as were excented by the Act, which does not 
excent debts contracted after the commission of an act of bankruptcy. 
unless the creditor has notice thereof. The point that there hed been 
no notice of dishonour given was met by the evidence that, after the 
hills hecame due. the bankrupt entered them in his statement, of affairs. 
The nroof should be admitted to the extent of £3.500, but whenever 
anv dividend hecame nayahle there wonld have to be an inavirv 1s to 
how mrch of that sum represented interest at a rate exceeding 5 per 
cent. The appeal was therefore allowed to that extent. without costs.— 
Cornsrr. ” Mellor; Rankin. Soracrrons, Tarry, Sherlock, & King; 
Colyer &: Colyer. 


(Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 
Bristol and District Board of Legal Studies. 


Report ror Sesston 1912-13. 


This Board is able to congratulate itself wnon one of the most 
successful vear’s work since it was formed. The number of students 
attending the societv’s lectures and classes during the past cession was 
*6—an increase of 13 on the previous session—and the amount received 
for students’ fees was the largest in the history of the Board. While 
mainly. of covrse, drawn from Bristol, students also attended from 
Bath, Frome, Gloucester, Trowbridge. and Weston-super-Mare. 

The Board came into existence owing to the desire of the Bristol 
Incorporated Law Society to provide regular teaching for articled 
clerks, eepecially in view ef the fact that in those davs great efforts 
were beine made (which ultimately proved successful) to raise the 
status of University College, Bristol, into that of a university. From 
1900 onwards the societv arranged for courses of Jectnres by well 
known barristers and solicitors in the City, and in 1903 the present 
Roard was formed, consisting of representatives from University 
Collere. Bristol, and from the law societies of Bristol, Bath, Glouces- 
ter, Wilts, and Somerset. The Law Society was approached, and con- 
sented to make a grant, and, in fact, a grant amounting to £150 per 
annum has regularly been made since 1906. In that year the present 
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system was adopted, under which a senior and a junior lecturer are 
appointed yearly to give instruction by means of lectures and classes. 
During each of three terms in each year each lecturer gives twenty 
lectures—i.e., 60 in the session, or a total of 120 lectures and classes in 
each year—at an inclusive fee to students of £2 2s.. and all the sub- 
jects recuired for the solicitors’ intermediate and final examinations 
are dealt with in the course of two sessions. The present lecturers, 
who have been regularly appointed since 1905, are Mr. A. M. Wilshere, 
M.A., LL.B. (London), Barrister-at-Law, and Mr. C. A. Chilton, 
Solicitor, of Bristol, and the Bristol Incorporated Law Society allow 
the lectures to be held in their library, at the Assize Courts, Bristol. 
The Board is now coneidering the question of seeking a more formal 
constitution, and for that purpose has appointed a sub-committee to 
consider the propriety of its being incorporated and of enlarging its 
area, and of providing classes for intending law students before they 
are articled, which shall be accepted ae a reason for a reduction in the 
term of articles in accordance with schemes lately accepted in principle 


by the Law Society. 





The Institute of International Law. 


The Institut de Droit International, which has been meeting at 
Oxford this week, under the presidency of Professor T. E. Holland. 
ean now, says the J'imes, look back upon a distinguished historv of 
forty years. It was in September, 1873. that, at a conference held at 
(Ghent, it was resolved to form an academy of international lawyers 
“to ascertain the juridical opinion of the civilized world, to gin e to 
that opinion an expression clear enowgh and precise enough to fit it for 
acceptance by the several States as the rule of their external relations ; 
and thus to prepare, by gradual stages, for that cod if ation of inter 
national law at present so persistentlv demanded.”’ The writings of 
great lawvers, from the time of Gentili and Grotius, have powerfully 
affected the development of international law. and the Institut de 
Droit International, which aims at focussing juridical opinion upon 
the questions with which it deals, “or cupies a unique position among 
institutes and academies. 

It is, as the T'imes remarked thirty years ago, “ a. business like hody, 
wholly different in character from such purely philanthropic associa 
tions as the Peace Societies, and also from those fortuitous concourses 
of individuals at which ‘papers are read’ @ propos of nothine in 
particular.” Its dehates always take place upon reports carefully 
prepared beforehand by special committees. It has thus discussed, one 
after another, various important branches of the Law of Nations, and 
has given its sanction to bodies of rules which have largely influenced 
the results of diplomatic conferences. Many of those who take part in 
its meetings have been the accredited representatives of their countries 
in The Hague Conferences, or unon The Hacue tribunal; its president 
this vear was British Plenipotentiary at the Geneva Conference in 1906. 
and his services to the cause of international Jaw have been recognized 
by the sovereigns of Italv and Japan as well as bv universities and 
learned bodies all over Europe and America. It is an assembiv of 
men who are not only distinguished in the knowledge of their subject. 
but who heave also played a creat nart on the diplomatic stage, and 
have guided the actual as well as the theoretical development of the 
Law of Nations. ; 

Last vear the Institut met at Christiania and considered, among 
other topics. the results arrived at bv a committee anvointed in 1910 to 
suggest the lines of study which would he most usefully followed bv the 
T.stitut, in preparation for the next Hague Conference. One of the 
recommendations of this committee had heen the formation of a manual 
of the Law of Maritime Warfare. and the draft of such a manual had 
been accordingly circulated. but had met with so much criticism that 
its discussion would then have been premature. As redrafted, ne 
manual will occupy a large portion of the time of the Institut a 
Oxford. Questions relating to submarine mines, and to private con- 
tracts in war time, may also receive consideration, as may two topics 


relating to the Conflict of Laws. 
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Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Fiennes Cecrn Antoun BARRETI-LENNARD, barrister-at-law, has 
been appointed to be a puisne judge of the Supreme Court of the 
Gold Coast. Mr. Barrett-Lennard, who is the eldest son of the late 
Captain Thomas Barrett-Lennard, was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s 


Inn in 1905. 


Changes of Partnership. 


Dissolutions. 


Water Crivttox, Jonn Wrettam Freperick Jacques, and LEONARD 
Witt1aM Moore, solicitors (Jacques, Clutton, & Moore), 16, Bridge 
street, in the city and county of Bristol, and at Burnham, in the county 
of Somerset. July 29. The Bristol] business will in future be carried 
on by the said Walter Clutton and Leonard William Moore, at 16, 
Bridge-street, aforesaid, under the style or firm of Clutton & Moore; 
and the Burnham business will be carried on by the said John William 
Frederick Jacques, at 10, Regent-street, Burnham, under the style or 
firm of Jacques & Co. 


Atnert Martin Oprennermer and Water Fietpinc Hoittoway 
BLANDFORD, solicitors (Oppenheimer, Blandford & Co.), 10, Copthall 
London. July 31. Gaztte, Aug. 1. 


Witt1am Sipney Harrison, Artuur Casson Lewis, CHARLES 
Freperick Potiock, and Goprrey Denis Harrison, solicitors (C. & 
S. Harrison & Co.), Vernon House, Bloomsbury-square, in the county 
of London. June 30. So far as regards the said Arthur Casson Lewis, 
who retires from the firm; the said William Sidney Harrison, Charles 
Frederick Pollock, and Godfrey Denis Harrison are continuing the said 
business under the style or firm of Harrison, Pollock, & Harrison. 


avenue, 


WitiiaM Srarks and Henry Hartiey Russet, solicitors (Sparks & 
tussell), 32, Walbrook, in the city of London. June 30. Such business 
will be carried on in the future by the said William Sparks. 

Gazette, Aug. 5. 


General. 


The Local Legislation Committee of the House of Commons have 
sanctioned the proposal of the Aberystwith Corporation to maintain a 
municipal golf course. This is the third municipality which has been 
granted this power during the present session, the other two being 
Leicester and Southport. 


It is understood, says the J'imes, that the Local Government Board 


have given authority to the Corporation of Llalifax to prepare a further 
town-planning scheme under the Housing, Town-Planning, &c., Act, 
1909. The scheme now authorized to be prepared will relate to an area 
of about 655 acres situate in the Bradshaw district of the county 
borough. 


In the House of Commons, on the 4th inst., Mr. Snowden asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to state why, in view of his statement that 
he would consider amending the income tax law so as to obviate the 
necessity of imprisoning the husband for non-payment of the wife’s 
income tax over which he had no control, and his further statement 
to a deputation on the 10th of June last that the present state of the 
law is a humiliation against which married women are entitled to pro- 
test, he had not dealt with the matter in the Revenue Bill. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer: I have already indicated the reasons which 
have made it expedient to limit the scope of the present Revenue Bill. 
I hope it will be possible to deal with the position of married women 
as regards income tax in Committee on the Finance Bill. 

Mr. Justice Bucknill, on the 1st inst., presented the prizes at the 
annual speech day of the Market Bosworth Grammar School, and in an 
address to the boys mentioned that he was connected with the town, 
his father having been born there. His grandfather was called the 
‘game chicken,”’ because he always wanted to fight. He was very small, 
and nearly always won. As a boy he (the speaker) had wandered in 
Bosworth Park, and got into the hands of gipsies. A policeman took 
him to his grandfather, who put him into Bosworth prison for an hour 
as a punishment, but he was let out when he cried. Referring to Lord 
Rosebery’s recent speech on manners, Mr. Justice Bucknill said good 
manners made the man, but should not make the man fastidious and 
artificial. An over-mannered man was like an over-dressed lady. That, 
however, was not quite what happened in the present day in either case. 

The Committee of the House of Commons, of which Mr. Herbert 
Craig is chairman, concluded, on the 3l1st ult., the consideration of the 
Bill confirming provisional orders made by the Local Government. Board 
conferring the status of county boroughs on the towns of Cambridge, 
Luton, and Wakefield. The last-named order was opposed by the 
county council of the West Riding of Yorkshire. It was stated that 
if the order were confirmed, Wakefield would be the third borough 
which would have been taken out of the administrative county during 
the last eighteen months, and the county would thus have lost a popula- 
tion of over 150,000 and three-quarters of a million of rateable value. 
The chairman announced that the Committee were unanimously of 
opinion that the Wakefield order should be confirmed. The Cambridge 
and Luton orders were confirmed only by the casting vote of the 
chairman. 





Way Pay Rent! Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scortis Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (LimITep). Repay. 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company, 

—Advt. 


Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C, 'Phone 6002 Bank. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Policies, &c. 

Mesars. H. E. Fosrxr & Onanriecp heli their usual Fortnightly Sale of these 
interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,oa Thursday last, when the following 
lots were sold, at the prices mentioned :~— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSION 8— 
To One-sixth of £12,000 ... exe oe eee ° Sold £820 
To Ove-third of £10,600... eve ove coe eee ove eco 6p «£1,600 
REVERSION to One-eighth of £25.000_—s—"., vee coe eee eos «gg 621,020 
POLICY OF ASSURANUE for £1 935 ooo eco ove eee eos » £150 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrarrep rm Omanorer. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug 1. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA PHOENIX SYNDICATE LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 8, tosend their names and advuresses, and the particniars of their debts or 
claims, to Harold William Batty, 4 and 6, Throgmorton av. Stannard & Bosanquet, 
Eastcheap, solors for the liquidator. 

CHARLES Hopkins, Ltp.—Credicors are required,on or before Aug 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Winbow 
Fry, Holm Lea, Greenfield, York, liquidator. 

G. E. WALTON, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Harry Johnson Peart, 120, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

IL ARDING & STUBBS, LYv.—-Creditors are required, on or before Aug 22, to send their 
names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wilmot Welch, 
7, Victoria st, Liverpool,! liquidator. 

HOWELLs, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, or or before 
Aug 23, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Wifliam Eaves, 15, Fountain st, Manchester. Sampson & Price, Manchecter 
solors for the liquidator. 

READY SYNDICATE, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATON)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug x5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hei bert J. Page, 21, Ironmoager In, liquidator. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


HIGHGATE LANE WORKING MEN’s CLUB AND INSTITUTE.—Petn for winding-up 
presented Ju.y 28, directed to be heard at the County Court Hall, Bank st, Sheffield 
Aug 2!. Longbotham & Sons, 4, Carlvon st, Halifax, solorsfor the petors. Notice of 
—— must reach the above named not Jater than six o'clock in the afternoon 

of Aug 20. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TuESDAY, Aug 5. 


F. W. DUNKLEY, Lrp.—Petn for winding up, presented July 5, directed to be heard 
July 22, adjourned by the Court, and will be heard Oct 14. Chas. F. Appleton, 
Portugal house, Portugal st, solor for the petnr. Notice oi appearing must reach the 
above-named not iater than six o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 13. 

INTERNATIONAL LOANS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 5, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard 
Newman, 54,Gresham st. Cooper, 54, Gresham st, solor for the liquidator. 

J. Surru & Son, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).--Creditors are requested, before 
Au. 14 to send in their names, and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to J. H. Trease, Parade chmbrs, South parade, Nottingham, liquidat.sr. 

NATHAN Hore & Co., Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
op before Aug 19, to send their names and addresses and the part culars of their 
debts or claims, to Thomas Boardman, 49, Spring gdns, Manchester. R. Barrow- 
Sicree, Manchester, solor for the liquidator. 

NATIONAL TELEPHONE Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 25, to send 
their names and addresses,and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Franklin, 22, Broad st av. William E. Hart, 3, Mincing In, solor for the liquidator. 

NORTH BRITISH FILM SERVICE, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented July 31, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne, Aug. 21. 
Forster & Co, 24, Grainger st West, Newcastle on Tyne; agents for Jackson & 
Jackson, 7, South sq, Uray’s Inn, solors to the petnrs. Notice of appearing must 
reach Forster & Co not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Aug. 20. 

TEXAS OILFIELDS, LTD.—Creditors are requested to se d vo the liquidator, Mr. Sidney 
Westwood Kuntz, 58, Coleman st, full particulars of their debt, claim, or demand, 
not .ater than Aug ll. Gush and Co, 3, Finsbury cir, solors for the liquidator. 

THOMPSON DRUG Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Thomas Boardman, 49, Spring «dns, Manchester, liquidator. 

TYNE RING SPINNING Co, L?tp(iN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept. 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims to Walter Haigh, 13, Hollingworth rd, Lit leborough, Lancs, liquidator. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

STANNARIES MINING AND SMELTING Co—Petn for winding-up, presented July 30, directed 
to be heard at the Town Halli, Truro, on Aug 16. Robert Dobell, 28, Boscawen st 
Truro, agent for Nichoils & Co, 17. Farringdon st, solors for the petnr. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not jater than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
Aug 15. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Aug 1. 


CHARLES HOPKINS, LTD. 

ARDEN PAPER MAKING Co., LTD. 

F¥. A. ESCHBAUM, LTD. 

J. & J. HOPKINSON, LTD. 

DICKINS, LTD 

RUSSIAN GRIFFEN ENGINEERING Co., LTD. 
DUDLEY & 30N, LTD. 

BISHOP'S STORTFORD CINEMA, LTD. 
THOMAS KENT & Co, LTD. 

B. W. L. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

TRINIDAD FOREST RESERVE OIL Co., LTD. 
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TRINIDAD MoRNE Enver OIL Freups, Lp. 
Baryon SYNDICATE, LTD. } 
CovENTRY TAXI CAB Co , LTD. 
HAZLEWOOD HYDROPATHIC Co, LTD. 
MEXICAN FUEL AND Power Co, LTD. 
¢. P. ALMOND, Ltp. 
F. H. Wi1son’s Launpky, Ltp 
AMALGAMATED PROPERTIES OF RHODESIA, LTD. 
IDEAL COVERING Co, LTD. 
FraNK Hyams, Lp. 

London Gazette—TUESDA7T, Aug 5. 
TONKIN SYNDICATE, LTD, 
BRNest SMITH & WoopHOUsE, LTD. 
HoTeL NORBRECK, LTD. | 
STONE BoOT MANUFACTURERS, LTD. | 
LEDGARD AND MAKING, LTD. 
INTERNATIONAL LOANs, LTD. | 
ALASKA SOUTHERN LODE-MINING SYNDICATE, LTD. 
SIBERIAN SYNDICATB, LTD. (Reconstruction). 
PERTH ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS, LTD. 
ALGECIRAS (GIBRALTAR) RatLway Co,, Lp. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF Cram. 
London Gazetie.—FRIDAY, Aug. 1. 

BAINBRIDGE, THOMAS HUDSON, Newcastle upon Tyne sept 13 Cooper & Goodger, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

BaLpocKk, WILLIAM Amos, Hackington, Kent, Engine Proprietor {Aug 30 
Brooks, Canterbury 

BEAL, MARY, Oundle, Northampton Sept 13 Pooley & Mawderley, Oundle 

BEAR, FREDERICK JOHN, Kirby st, Hatton Garden Sept 12 Hicks, Woodthorpe, 
Atkins rd, Clapham Park 

BoorH, LIsTER, Brighouse, Cotton Doubler Aug'29 Richardgbn, Brighouse 

CALQWELL, JONATHAN, ‘sen,{Southworth with Croft, Lancaster, Farmer Aug 23° Steel, 
Warrington 

CHRISTIAN, CHARLEs LADD, Hollington, nr Hastings 
Anne's chmbrs 

CLOTWORTHY, JOHN, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood 
Victoria st 

COURTENAY, JAMES Warts, Little Wymondley, Herts, Advertising Contractor Set 8 
R F & C L Smith, Lincoln's inn fields 

CuRTIN, DANIEL, Kingston upon Hull Aug 30 Witty, Hull 

DELLER, ANNIE LAURIE, Ilford, Essex Aug 30 Pettiver & Pearkes, College hill | 

DIGGLES, MARY JANE, Southport Aug 30 Brown & Co, Southport 

DOWDALL, MARTHA STEWART, Liverpool Aug 30 Rudd, Liverpool 

DREWERY, JAMES, Leeds, Chemist Aug 23 Morgan, Leeds 

Evans, DAVID, Newport, Monmouth, Chemist Aug 31 Lewis, Newport 

GOODMAN, FREDERICK, Northampton, Leather Merchant Sept 12 Browne & Wells, 
Northampton 








3urch & | 


Sept 1 Cope & Co, Queen 


Aug 30 Lee & Co, Queen | 


| HOWELL, ERNEST EDWARD, Great James st, Bedford row Sept 1 


| HURRAN, JANE, Herne Hill, Surrey Sept 1 


| JORDAN, MARY, Whalley Range, Manchester Aug 29 


| WOODZELL, ADELE, Leeds Sept 1 2 
| WRIGHT, JOHN, Wilmslow, Chester, Estate Agent Sept 15 Farrar & Co, Manchester 


GRISBROOK, EDWARD, New Windsor, Berks Sept 6 Durnford & Gale, Windsor 

HALL, CHARLOTTE MARY, Monmouth Aug 31 Vizard & Son, Monmouth 

HARDING, JONATHAN REID, Cinnamon Bippo, Gold Coast Colony, Engineer Sept 15 
Jones & Co, St Mary Axe 

HEASLER, GEORGE WILLIAM, Richmond, Surrey, Builder Aug 30 
Richmond : 

Hornay, HENRY HvGH, JP, Liverpool Sept 3) Wright & Co, Liverpool 

Jones & Son, Old 


Smith & Burrell, 


Buildings, Lincoln's inn 
‘ . Webbers & Duncan, Southampton bldgs 


JACKSON, FRANCES, High Compton, Shaw, Lancs Aug 14 Watson & Co, Shaw 


| Jessop, THOMAS, Honley, nr Huddersfield Sept 1 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 


JOHNSON, JAMES ETHANIEL Sept 12 Doulton, Lamb bidg, Temple — 
JONES, JOHN CAPPER, Glyn Ceiriog, Denbigh, Farm Labourer Sept 5 
Llangollen 


Minshall & Co, 


Shippey & Jordan, Man- 
chester ; 

LANGSTON, the Rev CHARLES JONES, Bath Sept 8 Clapham & Co, Devonshire sq 

Laws, RALPH, Newcastle upon Tyne, Provision Dealer Aug 30 Mather & Dickinson, 
Newcastle upon Tyne ely 

LIEBISCH, RICHARD JULIUS, Stockport, Importers’ Agent Sept 8 Russell & Co, Stock- 
port 

M ANIPOLD, Amy, Liverpool Sept 30 Wright & Co, Liverpool 

MARK-WARDLAW, HELEN FLORENCE FENROS#, South Farnborough, Hants Sept 1 
Fladgate & Co, Craig’s ct, Charing Cross 

MARSHALL, WILLIAM ROBERT VERNET, Church rd, Barnes Sept 15 Mander & Sons, 
New sq, Lincoln's Inn 


McKEOWEN, BRIDGET AGNES, Gateshead Sept 30 Dixon, Gateshead 


MIDDLETON, LovIS FRANCIS, Bruce House, Strand, Journalist Aug3l  Beckingsale & 


Co, 144, Stuke Newington rd 


| Moss, SARAH, Reading Aug 30 Martin & Martin, Reading 


MuDD, Stmon, Laceby, Linco!n Avg 31 Barker, Grimsby 
MULLINGER, ELIZABETH JANE, Chatham Sept1 Mann, Chatham 


| MuRPHY, EDWARD, Handswortn, Birmingham Sept15 Rankin & Miller, West Brom- 


wich 
MURPHY, THOMAS JOHN, Bath Sept 2 Adam & Co, Bath 
NETTLETON, WILLIAM, Trevt, Somerset Sept 8 Newman & Co, Yeovil 
O’CALLAGHAN, AGNES TRYPHENA, Cheltenham Sept 15 McLaren, Cheltenham 
Pore, REGINALD BARRETT, Brighton, Solicitor Sept 10 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 
RILEY, MATTHEW, Morley, Yorks Sept 15 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 
SARGEANT, RoSE ELIZABETH, Twickenham Aug 12 Haslip, Martin's In ; 
SEDGWICK, ADAM, Sumner pl, South Kensington Aug 11 Sieveking, Essex st, 
Strand , 
SMITH, ARTHUR EDMUND, Leeds, Stockbroker, Aug 31 Simpson & Co, Leeds 


| SMITH, SARAH ANN, King’s Heath, Worcester Aug 30 Robinson & Morgan, Birming- 


ham 
VALE, HENRY, Birmingham, Optician Sept 6 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 
VALE, MaRY, Birmingham Sept 6 Sauuders & Co, Birmingham 
WALKER, JOHN WILMAN, Liverpool, Team Owner Sept8 Joynson, Liverpool 
WEBBER, GEORGINA PxIRsON, Crowhurst, Sussex Aug 29 Johnson & Clarence, 
Midhurst 
Blackston, Leeds 








Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
GOULD, ROBERT WILLIAM, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Aug. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMS, ERNEST EDWARD, Dalwood st, Camberwell, 
Publican High Court Pet July 14 Ord July 29 
ADIE, WILLIAM ARNOLD, Tamworth, Pianoforte Dealer 

Birmingham Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
BERNSTEIN & Co, Banner st, Golden In, Mantle Manu- 
facturers High Court Pet July 1 Ord July 29 
BUONAPARTE, JUAN, Fontaine rd, Streatham Common, 
Actor Wandsworth Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
BYRNE, MICHAEL JOSEPH, Kensington High st, Tailor and 
Furrier High Court Pet July 8 Ord July 28 
CAMPBELL, JOHN THORNTON, Darlington, Journeyman 
Joiner Stockton on Tees Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
CARPENTER, ALEXANDER CLAIR, Worthing, Dental Surgeon 
Brighton Pet June 27 Ord July 28 
CASSEL, Isaac, High Broughton, Manchester, General 
Warehouseman Leeds Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
CHALLIS, WILLIAM, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, Lancs, 
Constructional Engineer Salford Pet July 28 Ord 


Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


Jaly 29 Ord July 29 


Pet July 29 Ord July 29 


July 3 Ord July 30 


LEVACK, KENNETH KOBERT 


29 Ord July 29 


July 28 MARTIN, JOHN EDWARD, South} Shields, Temperance Bar 
Proprietor Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 29 Ord 


CLARK, ALFRED, St. Stephen's ter, Sonth Lambeth, 
Stonemason High Court Pet July 9 Ord July 29 
CROSS, ARCHIBALD, Wisbech, Baker King’s Lynn Pet 

July 29 Ord July 29 
GAYLEARD, ROBERT ELIAS, Saint Michael, Somerset, Baker 
Yeovil Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


PERCY 
Canterbury Pet July 28 





GisBs, ELIZABETH. Vallance rd, Whitechapel High Oourt 


HINE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Brighton, Builder Brighton 
Hiscox, WILLIAM HENRY, Bristol, Boot Dealer Bristol 


HOLLINGSWORTH, EDWIN, Cleethorpes, Lincs, Labourer 
Great Grimsby Pet July 23 Ord July 28 
HUBBARD, WALTER, Leicest-r, Butcher Leicester Pet 


JACKSON, WILLIAM, Low Braithwaite, Cumberland, Farmer 
Carlis'e Pet July 30 Ord July 30 7 Ord July 30 
KING, ALFRED, Blackpool, Exhibitor's Manager 


LEITER, M, Casson st, Provision Dealer High Court Pet 
| 


LE QUENX, WILLIAM TUFNELL, Devonshire Club, St 
James’ High Court Pet June4 Ord July 30 | 


Lower Clapton, Tramway Driver Worcester Pet July 


EDWARD, Canterbury, Tanner's Clerk 

Ord July 28 

MORGAN, WILLIAM, Caerphilly, Giam, blacksmith Pon- 
typridd Pet July 30 Ord July 30 


Morris, THOMAS COPPELL, Bettws-yn-Rhos, Denbizh, 

| Stockoroker Liverpool Pet July 80 Ord July 30 

MUMFORD, FRANCIS, St Mary's, Isles of Scilly, Coal Mer- 
chant ‘Truro Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

NEWTON, WILLIAM ALFRED, South Shields, Corrugated 
Packing Maker Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 29 Ord 
July 29 

NICHOLS, FREDERICK JAMus, Leicester, Coal 
Leicester Pet July30 Ord July 30 

PARKINSON, JAMES Hicks, Laindon, Essex, Builders’ 
Merchant Chelmsford Pet July 11 Ord July 30 

PIERCE, GRIFFITH, Carnarvon, Miner Portmadoc Pet 
July 28 Ord July 28 

Porter, Capt, RJ K, Poona, India High Court Pet July 


Ystradmynach, Labourer 


28 Ord July 28 


Dealer 


Preston | RICHARDS, STEPHEN JOHN, Gringley on the Hill, Notts, 
Farmer Lincoln Pet July v8 Ord July 28 
ROBINSON, HERBERT, Daventry, Fishmoager Northampton 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
SMITH, PHILIP, Sutton on Sea, Lincoln, Chemist Boston 
Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
STROUD, WITAIAM, Portsmouth, Leather Seller 
mouth Pet Jnly 20 Ord July 29 
TAYLOR, RopeErt, Bristol, Wholesale Confectioner Bristol 
Pet July 21 Ord July 23 
WeEpaE, W_.R, Northampton, Electrical Engineer North- 
ampton Pet July 11 Ord July 28 
| WOODFIELD, ARTHUR, Winslow, Bucks, Farmer 
Pet June 24 Ord July 29 
WOOLLARD, CHARLES WILLSDEN, Long Acre, Carriage 
jody Builder High Court Pet July 21 Oid July 2 


FINDLATER, Elderfield rd, | Ports- 


3anbury 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


as, 


MOORGATE STRAT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


pplication. 
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FIRST MERTINGS, 

AbDAM®, ERNEST EDWARD, Dalwood st, Camberwell, 
Publican Aug l4atll Baukroptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bar Ry, GeoRGE, Manchester, F. rwarding Agent Aug 11 
at 3 Off Rec, Kyrom st, Mauchester 

BELL, Davip, Taunton, Cattle Dealer Aug 9 at 11.15 
3, Hammet st, Taunton 

BERNSTEIN & CO, Bauner st, Golden In, Man'le Manufac- 
turers Aug lbatil2 Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

BYRNE, MiICHARL JoserH, Kensington High st, Tailor 
Aug l4atl Bankrupucy bidgs, Uarey sv 

CLARK, ALFRED, St -tephen’s ter, south Lambeth, Stone 
Mason Aug liatli.sv Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CURTIS, WILLIAM HOWLETT, lliord, Essex, Greengrocer 
Aug llatl2 14, Bedford row 

GIBBS, ELIZABETH, Valiance rd, Whitechapel Aug 13 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GOODFELLOW, Rospert, Probus, Cornwall, Miller 
atl2 On Ree, 12, Princes at, Truro 

GOULD, ROBERT WILLIAM, Yatradmynach, Labourer 
lzatl 
Tydil 

HINK, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Brighton, Builder Aug 9 at 
il 124A, Mariborough pl, Brighton 

HIPWELL, MARY ALICE, Leamington 
Rec, 3, High st, Coventry 

HUBBARD, WALTER, Leicester, Butcher Aug 9 at 11 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

KING, WILFRED NORMAN, Nuneaton, Ironfounder 
1h at 11.30 Off Reo, 8, High st, Coventry 

Lerrer, M, London, Provision Dealer Aug 13 
bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Le QUEUX, WILLIAM TUPNELL, Devonshire Club, St 
James’ Aug 13 at 1220 Bankruptcy vlugs, Carey st 

LEVACK, KENNETH ROBERT FinvLATER, Eiderfield rd, 
Lower Clapton, Tramway Driver Aug 11 at 11 Off 
Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

MILDENSTEIN, GEORGE isaac, Liverpool, Loiging House 
Keeper Aug 13,at 11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 
11, Dale at, Liverpool 

NICHOLS, FREDERICK JAMES, Leicester, Coal Dealer 
9 at 11.30 Of Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

POTTER, CAPTAIN R J K, Poona, India Aug 14 at 11 
Hankruptcy bid.s, Carey st 

RILEY, JaMes LOUIS and CHARLES ARCHIBALD RILEY, 
Stockton on Tees, Iron Manufacturers Aug 11 at 12 
Co: poration Hotel, Middlesbrough 

RYE, ALFRED, Cambridge, Builder Aug 9 at 12 
5, Petty cury, Cambridue 

SLEATH, JOHN FREDERICK RICk, Warwick, Boot Dealer 
Aug 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

SYMONS, WILLIAM, Braunton, Devon, Outfitter Aug 12 
at 3.30 94, High st, Barnstaple 

TUCKER, JOHN WILLIAM, Sneinton Market, Nottingham, 
Fish Salesman Aug 9 at 10.3) Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 
Park st, Notting: am 

WITTGREFFE, ERNEST AUGUST, Kingston upon Hull, Com- 
mercial Traveller Aug 9 at 11 Uff Rec, York City 
Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

WOOLLARD, CHARLES WILLSDEN, Long Acre, Carriage 
Builders Aug 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ADIE, WILLIAM ARNOLD, Tamworth, Pianoforte 
Birmingham Pet July 28 Ors July 28 

BROWN, BLYTH, Wanstead, Essex High Court Pet June 
14 Ord July & 

BUONAPARTE, JUAN, Fontaine rd, Streatham Common 
Actor Wandsworth Pet July 23 ord July 28 : 

BYRNE, MICHAEL JOSEPH, Kensington High st, Tailor 
High Court PetJuly 8 Ord July 30 

CAMPBELL, JOHN THORNTON, Darlington, Journeyman 
Joiner Stuck:on on Tees Pet July29 Ord Jury 29 

CASSEL, ISAAC, Manchester, General Warehouseman 
Leeds Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

CHADWICK, JOHN, Saint Annes on the Sea, Lancaster, 
Solicior Oldbam P.t July 17 Ord July 23 

CHALLIS, WILLIAM, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, Con- 
structional Engineer Saifurd Pet Juiy 28 Ord 
Jaly 23 

CHURCHILL, WILLIAM WILD, Manchester, Company 
Director Saifurd Pet May 20 Ord July 29 

CROSS, ARCHIBALD, Wi:bech, Baker King’s Lynn Pet 
July 20 Ord July 29 

FRYER, JOHN JAMRS, Stanwell, Middlx, Farmer 
ston, Surrey Pet June 19 Ord July 23 

GAYLEARD, ROBERT ELIAS, Saint Michael, 
Baker Yeovil Pet July 23 urd July 28 

Gipes, Ev IZABEiH, Vallance id, Whitechapel High Court 
Pet July 23 Ord July 28 

GOULD, MOBERT WILLIAM, Ystradmynach 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 23 Ord July 23° 

GRANGER, FREDERICK COLLINS, Mayland, nr Maldon, 
Essex Cheimaford Pet Juiy 16 Ord J uly 28 

HIND, WILLIAM THOMAs, Manchester, Coal Merchant 
Manchester Pet May 29 Ord Jul 

HIPWELL, MARY ALIOCB, Leamington 
5 Ord July 26 

HOLLINGSWORTH, EDWIN, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Labourer 
Great Grimsby Pet July z8 urd July 28 

Hursak», WALTER, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet 
Juiy 29 Ord July 20 

JACKSON, WILLIAM, Lower Braithwaite, Cumberland, 

_ Harmer Carlisle Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

KING, ALFRED, Blackpool, Exhibitor's Manager Preston 
Pet July 29 urd July 29 

LEVACK, KENNETH Ropuert FINDLATER, Elderfield rd, 
Lower Clapton, Ilramway Driver Worcester Pet 
July 29 Ord July 29 

MARTIN, JOHN EDWARD, South Shields, Temperance Bar 
ed Newcastie upon Tyne Pet July 29 Ord 
uly 2 

MAXwsLL, J T, Tunbridge Wells, Dealer in Oriental Goods 
Tunbridge Wells Pet July 10 Ord July 29 

MILES, Pency EDWARD, Canterbury Tanner's Clerk Pet 
July 2% Ord July 28 

MorGAN, WILLIAM, Caerphilly, Glam, Blacksmith Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
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MvUMPorD, FRANCIS, St Mary's, Isles of Silly, Coal Mer- 
chant Truro Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

NEWTON, WILLIAM ALFRED, South Shields, Corrugated 
Packing Maker Newcastle upon Tyne ;Pet July 29 
Ord July 29 

NICHOLS, FREDERICK 7 James, Leicester, Coal Dealer 
leicester Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

PIDLER, SARAH JANE, Instow, Devon 
Pet July 11 Ond July 29 

Prence, Grirrita, Carnarvon, 
July 25 Ord July 2 

RICHARDS, STEPHEN JoHN, Gringley on the Hill, Notts, 
Farmer Lincoln Pet July 23 Ord July 28 

ROBINSON, HExBERT, Daventry, Fishmonger Northamp- 
ten PetJaly 28 Ord July 22 

SMITH, PHILIP, Sutton on Sea, Lincoln, Chemist Boston 
Pet Jaly 28 Ord July 28 

STROUD, + WILLIAM, Portsmouth, Leather Seller Ports- 
mouth Pet July 20 Ord July 29 

WoopHouss, THOMAS STEAD James, St. John st, Pro- 
vision Dealer High Court Pet July3 Ord July 28 

London Gaze'te.—TUESDAY, Aug. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ABRAHAMS, JosEPa, Commercial rd East, Furrier High 
Court Pet July 19 Ord July 31 

ALLEN, H&NRY MARSH, Coventry st, Actor High Court 
Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

BLOMFIELD, ALFRED TOWNSON, Doncaster, 
Sheffield Pet Augil Ord Augl 

H RISTIE, FRANCES ISABEL, Boscombe, 
Spinster Poole Pet Aug! Ord Augl 

FELL, ROWLAND HEALD, Kotherham, Monumental Mason 
Sheffield Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

FIsHeR, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Rochester, Kent, Tailor 
Rochester Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

GAL#, HERBERT, Abergavenny, Bootmaker Tredegar Pet 
July 31 Ord July 31 

KENNARD, JOHN, Marden, Kent, Builder Maidstone Pet 
July 31 Ord July 31 

LAMBERT, GEORGE, West Hartle»ool, Joiner’s Foreman 
Suiderland Pet Jaly 31 Ord July 31 

LEWIN, Lewis, Kettering, Clothier Northampton Pet 
Augl Ord Augl 

MAXEY, HERBERT HENRY, Mossley, Printer Ashton under 
Lyue Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Moss, JAMES LEONARD, Norwich, Estate Agent Nor- 
wich Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

NuRSE, EDWARD ALFRED, Che!msford, 
ford Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

PERRY, RoTHcHiLD, Middlesbrough, Plater 
brough Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

SALMON, WILLIAM JOSEPH, Hounslow, Market Gardener 
Brentford Pet Augl Ord Augl 

SANDEMAN, ERNEST, Cadogan gdus Chelsea High Court 
Pet June6 Ord July 31 

SEeyMoor, The Rt Hon Lord GgorGR, Stepney High Court 
Pet Juiy 11 Ord July 31 

STRU DWICK, LESLIE HAYWARD, Dewar House, Haymarket 
High Court PetJune 24 Ord July 31 

WALL, DAYIp FREDERICK, Sh: field, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet Augl Ord Angl 

WYATT, EDWARD ARTHUR, Turnpike rd, Hornsey, Builder 
High Court Pet July 9 Ora July 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

ABRAHAMS, JosEPH, Commercial rd East, Furrier Aug 13 
at 12 Bankruptcy vidgs, Carey st 

ALLEN, HENRY MARSH, Coventry st, Actor Aug 13 at 
1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey ot 

BUONAPARTE, JUAN, Fontaine rd, Streatham Common 
Actor Aug 13 at 11 182, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

CAMPBELL, JOHN THORNTON, 
Joiuer Aug 14 at 11.30 
Aibert rd, Miidiesbrough 

CARPENTER, ALEXANDER CLAIR, Walberton, nr Arundel, 
Dental Surgeon Aug 14 at 12 12a, Mariborouga pl, 
Brighton 

CARVER, JONAH HENRY, Leeds, Joiner Aug 18at1l1 Off 
Rec, 24, Boud st, Leeds 

CASSEL, Isaac, Hizh Broughton, Manchester, General 
Warehouseman Aug l3at 1130 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 
Leeds 

CHALLIS, WILLIAM, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, Con- 
stractional Engineer Aug 14 at3,30 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester 

CHRISTIE, FRANCES ISABEL, Boscombe, Bournemouth Aug 
15 at 10,30 100, High st (orst fluor), Poole 

CUNDIFF, JAMES FREDERICK, JOSEPH CUNDIFF, and THOMAS 
EDWARD CUNDIFF, Manchester,*Leaded Light Makers 
Aug 13 at 3.30 Ovf Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

GALE, HERBERT’ Abergaveony, Bootmaker Aug 13 at 11 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

GAYLEAKD, Robert ELtAs, St Michael, Somerset, Baker 
Aug 13 at 12.45 Om Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Hermmrics, JOHN Peter, Oxford, Waiter Aug 13 at 3.30 
uff Rec, 1, 3t Aldate st, Oxford 

Hiscox, WILLIAM Henry, Bristol, Boot Dealer Aug 13 
at 11.4) Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

HOLLINGSWORTH, EpWIN, Cleethorpes, Lincoln, Labourer 
Aug 13 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimaby 

JACKSON, WILLIAM, Low Braithwaite, Cumberland, Farmer 
Aug 15 at 11 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

KENNARD, JOHN, Marden, Kent, Builder Aug 14 at 11 
9, King st, Maidstone 

KersHaw, J Gorpos, Hough Green, nr Widnes, Lancs 
Aug l5atill Off Rec, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

KING, ALFRED, Blackpool, Exhibitor's Manager Aug 13 
atil Off Reo, 13, Winckiey st, Preston 

LAMBERT, Geor@s, West Hartiepvol, Joiner’s Foreman 
Aug 13 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

MARTIN, JOHN EDWARD, South Shields, Temperance Bar 
Proprietor Aug 16 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

MoRGAN, WILIAAM, Caerphilly, Glam, Blacksmith Aug 14 
at 11.80 Off Rec, 8c Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine 
st, Pontypridd 
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NEWTON, WILLIAM ALFRED, South Shields, Corrugated 
Packing Maker Aug 15 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

PERRY, ROTHCHILD, Middlesbrough, Plater Ang 14 at 
11.45 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middle» 
brough 

PIERCE, GRIFFITH, Carnarvon, Miner Aug l5at 12 Crypt 
chmobrs, Chester 

REDFERN, HeNRY JASPER, Seed'ey, 
Proprietor 
chester 

RICHAKDS, STEPHEN JOHN. Gringley on the Hill, Notts, 
— Aug 15at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lin. 
coln . 

ROBiNSON, HERBERT, Daventry, Fishmonger Aug 13 at 

11.30 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

SANDEMAN, Eansgst, Cadogan gdns, Chelsea Augl5 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, PHILIP, Sutton on Lines, Chemist Aug 14 
at 12 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West et, Boston 

Stroup, WILLIAM, Portsmouth, Leather Se!ler Aug 14 at 
3 Uff Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

STRUDWICK, LESLIE HAYWARD. Dewar House, Haymarket 
Aug 15 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SWAINSON, JOSEPH, Manchester, Electrical Contractor 
Aug 14 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

TAYLOR, ROBERT, Bristol, Wholesale Confectioner Aug 13 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26. Baldwin st, Bristol 

Weper, W R, a, Electrical Engineer Aug 13 
atl2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Wyatt, E>pWARD ARTHUR, Turnpike rd, Hornsey, Builder 
Augl5at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ApAMS, ERNEST EDWARD, Dalwood st, Camberwell, 
Publican High Court Pet July 14 Ord July 31 
ALLEN, HENRY MARSH, Coventry st, Actor High Court 
Pet Jniy 31 Ord July 3t 

ASHWORTH, CHARLES FRANCIS, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet May 27 Ord July 31 

BARRY, GEORGE, Manchester, Forwarding Agent Man- 
chester Pet July 10 Ord July 31 

BELL, WILLIAM Mooke, Ringwood, Hants, Poultry 
Farmer Saiisbury Pet June 24 ord Aug 1 

BERNSTEIN, NATHANIEL, and FRANK I-IDORE BERNSTEIN, 
Banner st, Golden in, Mantle Manufacturers, High 
Court Pet July1 Ord July 31 

BLOMFIELD, ALFRED TOWNSON, Doncaster, Newsagent 
Sheffield Pet Augl Ord — 1 

CARV#R, JONAH HENRY, Leeds, Joiner Leeds Pet June 
24 Ord July 31 

CHRISTIE, FRANCES ISABEL, Boscombe, Bourne outh 
Povle PecAug1 Ord Aug 1 

CLARK, ALFRED, St Stephen's ter, South Lambeth, Stone- 
mason High Court Pet July 9 Ord Augl 

FELL, ROWLAND HEALD, Rotherham, Monumental Mason 
Sheffield Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

FISHER, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Rochester, Kent, Tailor 
Rochester Pet July 31 Urd July 31 

GALE, HerBert, Abergavenny, Mon, Buotmaker  Trede- 
gae Pet July 31 July 31 

Hiscox, WILLIAM HENRY, bristol, Boot Dealer Bristol 
Pet July 28 Ord Jaly 31 

Hopson, THEODORA C, Richmond mans, Earl's Court, 
Spinster HighCourt Pet June 24 Ord Augl 

KENNARD, JOHN, Marden, Kent, Builder Maidstone Pet 
July 31 Ord July 31 

LAMBEKT, GEORGE, West Hartlepool, Joiner’s Foreman 
Sunderland Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Lewin, Lewis, Kettering, Clothier Northampton Pet 
Augl Ord Aogl 

MACKENZIR, ARTHUR, Garratt In, Wandsworth, Provision 
Dealer Wandsworth Pet Feb5 Ord July 31 

Mosss, JAMES LEONARD, Norwich, Estate Agent Norwich 
Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

MurraY, WILLIAM HENRY, Edgeleyrd,Clapham Wands 
worth Pet May 27 Ord July 31 

Nurgsg, EDWARD ALF&ED, Chelmsford, Tailor Chelmsford 
Pet July 31 Ord Juty 31 

PERRY, ROTHSCHILD, Middlesbrough, Plater Middles 
brough Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

SALMON, WILLIAM JOSEPH, Hounslow, Market Gardener 
Brentford Pet Augl Ord Augl 

TANNETT-WALKER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Meanwood, 
Leeds Leeds Pet April8 Ord Aug! 

TAYLOR, ROBERT, Bristo!, Wholesale Confectioner Bristol 
Pet July21 Ord July 31 

WALL, DAVID FREDERICK Sheffield, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet Augl Ord Augl 

WICKHAM, FRANK GoRDOS, Earl Soham, Suffolk Ips- 
wich Pet Dec 30 Ord Jaly 31 

WOODFIELD, ARTHUR, Steeple Claydon, Winslow, Bucks 
Farmer Banbury Pet Jane 24 Ord Aug 1 


Lancs, Theatrical 
Aug 14 at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man. 


Drysalter 
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